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Abstract
Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes was born in Afton, New York, in 1882. His father was the
town physician, and his mother was a music teacher. From his parents, he gained a love and
appreciation for learning. Upon entering Columbia University at eighteen, young Carlton J.H.
Hayes quickly found a niche in history. He was mentored for success by such historical titans as
William R. Shepherd, Charles A. Beard, and James Harvey Robinson. Hayes quickly became a
strong supporter of the New History School, and his A Political and Social History of Modern
Europe is a prime example of that ideology. Throughout much of his career, the main focus of
his work attempted to discover the mysteries of nationalism. It is because of his work during
those years that he cemented nationalism as a valid scholarly pursuit.
Moreover, out of this endeavor came the culmination of the publication of Nationalism:
A Religion. This book displayed Hayes as the master of the field and posited the religious
character that nationalism assumes once a nation becomes more secular. Hayes’s life was also
unique in that from 1942 to 1945; he served as an ambassador to Spain for the United States
during World War II. Despite his apparent lack of ambassadorial skills, Roosevelt tasked Hayes
to keep Spain out of the war and keep the country from joining the Axis powers. Hayes was
successful, and because of his diplomatic skills, Spain saw his mission to Spain as successful.
Moreover, this mission was successful because of Hayes’s profession as a historian, Catholic
faith and understanding of Spain’s nationalistic character. This knowledge helped the United
States get the results it wanted out of Hayes’s mission to Spain. This dissertation delves deeper
into these concepts covering Hayes’s youth to death and how he acquired the skills necessary to
succeed in all of his endeavors.
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Chapter 1: Introduction
Born in the twilight years of the 19th century, Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes personified
the stereotypical academic when he began teaching in 1909. Young, vibrant, curious, and eager
to understand the mysteries of European history, Hayes jumped head-first into his work as a
historian and professor. Hayes gained a reputation for his energetic and entertaining lectures.
While he taught, he also balanced a busy research and publication schedule, publishing five
books and one article in just one decade. They included: Sources Relating to Germanic
Invasions (1909), British Social Politics (1913), A Political and Social History of Modern
Europe, Volumes I and II (1916), “The History of German Socialism Reconsidered” (1917), and
Brief History of the Great War (1920).
Outside of academia, the wider world was experiencing the rise of nationalism as
countries, duchies, and provinces began to come together to form states, such as Italy and
Germany. This rise of nationalism and new states resulted in hatred and tensions in Central and
Eastern Europe. This tension resulted in the catastrophic assassination of Archduke Franz
Ferdinand of Austria in the summer of 1914, which quickly drew the rest of Europe into “The
Great War.” It was during this period Hayes became invested in nationalism. It became the
focus of his research and writings.
As the 1920s became the 1930s, Hayes continued his career as a historian and professor.
By the beginning of World War II, Hayes was a middle-aged man. No longer was he a fresh
face on the scene of history but an experienced historian. Hayes could have easily spent his
entire career as a professor and historian, and no one would have spoken ill of that
3

accomplishment. Hayes was an expert in his field. He had published at least thirteen books and
given innumerable lectures on European history at this point in his career. Yet things were about
to change. By 1942, relations with Spain were becoming complicated. During the Spanish Civil
War (1936-1939), Nazi Germany began a relationship with Spain, which caused many uneasy
feelings in the United States, Europe, and the rest of the world. Now, during World War II,
Spain was poised to take the side of Germany as a non-belligerent. In this environment, Hayes
became an ambassador to Spain.
In March 1942, Hayes was working at Columbia University and received a confidential
letter from the Under Secretary of the State, Sumner Welles. In the letter, Welles relays to Hayes
that President Roosevelt had instructed Welles to invite Hayes to Washington for a “brief talk.”1
Hayes, a patriotic man who never turned down an arranged trip to Washington D.C., promptly
telephoned Welles and informed him that he would be there the next day. Arriving the next day
for his “brief talk” with Welles, he had no idea what the conversation would entail. Hayes was
an educated man who kept up with current events; therefore, he was familiar with Europe's
political and military situations. Hayes did not feel that this was a situation where President
Roosevelt would send an untrained diplomat. However, that is what happened. In his
conversation with Sumner Welles, Welles informed Hayes that the President thought that if
anyone could successfully fulfill the ambassador's duties, Hayes would be the ideal candidate.2
The conversation continued, and it was brought to Hayes’s attention that Roosevelt felt that
Hayes’s Catholic faith, historical mind, and career as a professor would provide the proper skill
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base as a foreign diplomat.3 Hayes initially turns down the position. However, Welles
encourages Hayes to stay one more day for a conversation with the President.
During his conversation with Roosevelt, Hayes and Roosevelt discussed the politics of
Spain and how it was of absolute necessity that Spain stayed out of the war for various strategic
reasons. On March 25, 1942, Hayes finally accepted the ambassador position. In Wartime
Mission in Spain, He stated that his “sense of duty” and eagerness to face a “first-rate challenge”
finally made him accept the position.
Hayes served as ambassador to Spain from 1942 to 1945. His goal was to guarantee that
Spain did not enter the war as a belligerent and, if possible, force Spain to reduce its status from
non-belligerent to complete neutrality. By complete neutrality, it is meant that the nation would
neither take a stance on the conflict nor would they involve themselves in any way in the war. In
this area, there are gaps and fog in the understanding of Hayes’s role as ambassador. A
controversy arose during his ambassadorship, and despite being significant at the time, it nearly
disappeared from the period's historiography. There also lacks a general discussion of his role as
ambassador. How did other ambassadors receive Hayes? How did Hayes compare to his
predecessor and successor? What are the specifics of the controversy surrounding Jewish
refugees? Why did Franklin D. Roosevelt choose a professor of history compared to someone
trained in diplomacy? Despite his lack of ambassadorial experience, did Hayes successfully
perform the duty of ambassador?
Hayes resigned from the ambassadorship late in 1944 but stayed on until January 1945 to
see the work to its conclusion. The specifics of the resignation are discussed later. After World
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War II, Hayes returned to teaching at his beloved Columbia University. Hayes retired from
Columbia in 1950 after serving fifty years as a professor at Columbia University. During his last
years, he only published two books of note. The first book was published immediately after his
ambassadorship. Wartime Mission in Spain (1945) was Hayes’s account of his time as an
ambassador to Spain. However, the book is entirely from Hayes’s perspective. In recent years,
sealed archives and political documents have been made available. These documents may help
further clarify the credibility of Hayes’s statements in the Wartime Mission in Spain. Hayes’s
other significant book was one of his last books. In 1960, Nationalism: A Religion, this book
acts as Hayes’s final endeavor to understand nationalism and how it became so powerful. Hayes
concluded that nationalism had become a religion of the 20th century.
Hayes died in 1964 at the age of 82. There is little understanding of his early life besides
pieces and chunks from various sources and an unfinished autobiography. His prestigious
bibliography well represents his career as a historian. He published over 20 books and countless
articles and gave innumerable lectures during his long career. He was a master historian, a true
definition of the craft, and an influential lecturer and professor. However, even a skilled
historian like Hayes could not keep bias and personal ideology out of their work. After a deeper
analysis, one could understand Hayes’s ideology and beliefs by understanding his many works.
However, much of Hayes’s life is riddled with mystery and gaps in the story. This project hopes
to rectify the lack of understanding in Hayes’s role as ambassador, professor, Catholic, and
political philosopher. Soon one will see that Hayes’s Catholic faith and in-depth understanding
of nationalism allowed him to make decisions as a professor and an ambassador that contributed
to major changes in the academic and political world.

6

Many aspects of Hayes’s life are rather complex. Hayes was much more than a professor
and author. He was also a United States Ambassador to Spain and wrote extensively on the
political ideology of nationalism. He was also a Catholic, one of the unique qualities that set him
apart from other ambassadors. Therefore, it is crucial to understand where the project will fit
into the pre-existing historiography.
Consequently, it is essential to discuss the historiography of Carlton J. H. Hayes,
Nationalism, Catholicism, World War II in general, Spain during World War II, and US-Spanish
relations (Spanish and American perspectives) during and after World War II. Understanding
this eclectic array of information will allow the researcher and the reader to fully grasp the
enormity of Hayes’s contribution to world history and how he was a genuinely influential
character in the historiography of the 20th century. For example, Hayes is considered a pioneer
in the field of nationalism. Hayes’s early work in the area allowed modern historians, political
scientists, and philosophers various avenues for investigating the concept of nationalism.
Without Hayes’s involvement in World War II, Spain may have joined the Axis powers, and the
Allied forces may have had more difficulty gaining a foothold in Europe. It would have made the
D-Day landing significantly more difficult. Furthermore, to understand Hayes's deeper
biographical and intellectual identity, it will be imperative to utilize his writings and how others
have written about him to build a more robust understanding of Hayes. Without understanding
Hayes’s views on nationalism, it becomes difficult to understand his motivations as a professor
and an ambassador.
From a young age, Hayes was drawn to religion. Hayes was interested in religion's role
in history, which inspired him to pursue an undergraduate degree in history at Columbia
University. William R. Shepherd greatly fostered this interest at Columbia University. Shepherd
7

was a prestigious historian and cartographer in his own right. Shepherd’s interest in Latin
America and trying to equalize world history influenced how Hayes viewed the concept of
nationhood and how nations view themselves. Furthermore, Shepherd’s research in Latin
America and Western Europe, specifically Iberia, gave Hayes a better understanding of Spain in
the 20th century than many others.
After excelling in his study of history under Shepherd at the undergraduate level, Hayes
continued with the pursuit of obtaining his Master’s degree, also from Columbia University. By
this point, Hayes had decided that he would pursue the career of a teacher and a scholar.4
Therefore, Hayes was under excellent tutelage by James Harvey Robinson for his Master’s thesis
and later Charles A Beard for Hayes’s doctoral work. James Harvey Robinson was a prestigious
professor who focused primarily on humanity's social, scientific, and intellectual progress
compared to merely concentrating on history's political developments and events.5 Robinson and
Beard are famous for developing the theory of New History. This theory attempts to understand
current events based on their understanding of historical events.6
Unknown to Robinson, he was grooming Hayes to be a skilled ambassador. This skill of
not giving too much information while maintaining honesty would allow him to perform many of
an ambassador's duties successfully. Moreover, this information makes it apparent that his
advisor influenced Hayes in his formative years. From Robinson, he gained a new perspective to
view history. He learned that one could take modern-day events and look to the past for the
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answers. Furthermore, Hayes gained Robinson’s attention to scientific, intellectual, and social
methodology. As discussed later, this was a significant factor in Hayes’s attempt to define
nationalism scientifically. There is no mistaking the claim from historians such as Arthur
Hughes that much of Hayes’s early work emulated Robinson’s New History.7
After completing his MA under Robinson, Hayes was invited to join the faculty of
Columbia University; not only that, but he also began work on his doctorate. For that work, he
was advised and guided by Charles A. Beard. Charles A. Beard, a professor at Columbia
University, co-founder of the New History School, and another significant influence on how
Hayes viewed and practiced history. Charles A. Beard is famous for his work on American
history, specifically for how he reinterpreted the Founding Fathers’ motivation for the need to
form a new nation. Beard believed that the Founding Fathers were motivated by the economy
rather than the ideas of the Enlightenment period.8 This idea was a highly controversial
argument at the time, and the idea still inspires debate more than a century later. However, what
made Beard stand behind his statements in the book was his belief in the sources he used and
what they allowed him to discover as he studied the period. This willingness to stand behind the
sources studied helped Hayes learn the importance of finding suitable sources to support
historical investigation and allow historians to find the answers to their questions. Beard’s
influence is evident in the title of Hayes’s doctoral dissertation, An Introduction to the Sources
Relating to the Germanic Invasions (1909), as the source relied heavily on primary source
records.9

Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: A Christian Historian Confronts Nationalism,” 39.
Charles A. Beard, An Economic Interpretation of the Constitution of the United States, (New York:
Macmillan, 1913).
9
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: A Christian Historian Confronts Nationalism,” 39.
7
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After finishing his doctoral work in 1909, Hayes began the first stage of his career, and
that was as a historian and professor at Columbia University. During this time, Hayes published
many works. Hayes became an advocate and instructor that supported the work of the New
History perspective. His first significant publication that spoke of the value of this ideology was
A Political and Social History of Modern Europe (1916). The two-volume work became the
standard textbook in many classrooms at the time. It can be regarded as one of the pieces of
scholarship that brought Hayes recognition for his abilities as a historian.10 This work was
intriguing because it coincided with the changing and developing 20th century. Hayes states in
the book's preface that the text intended to broaden students' minds and give them something
legitimate and inclusive regarding education and understanding.11 He said that with wars stirring
in various parts of Europe, the events discussed in both the first and second volumes of the
textbook make the events described more “interesting or illuminating.”
Furthermore, it was here that Hayes argued what he saw as the three components of evil,
Nationalism, Imperialism and Militarism.12 From decades of investigation into these ideas, he
concluded that nationalism takes on religious features. It can have a negative effect when it is
allowed to increase and grow within a country. Hayes’s writings caused significant controversy
because Hayes used his writings to speak out against the war. Hayes believed that one could
look at the past and see the “seeds of nationalism” planted throughout the 19th century.13 In
much of Hayes’s writings, he pointed to the French Revolution, the Industrial Revolution, and
globalization as the pivotal moments when nationalism grew from a simple nostalgic idea into

Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: A Christian Historian Confronts Nationalism,” 40.
Carlton J. H. Hayes, A Political and Social History of Modern Europe: 1500-1815, Vol. 1, (New York,
Macmillan Company, 1916), 1-5.
12
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: A Christian Historian Confronts Nationalism,” 41.
13
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: A Christian Confronts Nationalism, 41.
10
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something more dangerous. Hayes dedicated his life and career to defining nationalism and
understanding everything about the concept from this point forward.
The historiography of Carlton J. H. Hayes has inspired two different “schools” of
investigation. First, some have attempted to chronicle and understand his life, scholarship, and
role as ambassador to Spain. Then some are more influenced by his attempt to define and
understand nationalism. Finally, there is also a sub-focus of the investigation into Hayes’s life
that uses Hayes as a minor character in the study of World War II or Spain during World War II.
There is minimal scholarship available concerning those who set out to understand
Hayes’s life, writings, and role as an ambassador. Much of the information about Hayes’s early
life comes from two sources. The first is an unfinished autobiography that Hayes worked on at
his death. These two chapters, located in the library at Columbia University, are significant
sources to those interested in understanding Hayes’s early life.14 There is also the obituary
published in the New York Times shortly after his death.15 Fortunately, the first book-length
discussion of Hayes’s life came about five years after his death. The first was a dissertation
written by a young John Paul Willson in 1969 titled “Carlton J. H. Hayes in Spain, 1942-1945.”
This dissertation is essential because Willson attempted to further define Hayes’s period in Spain
during his ambassadorship and give further depth and understanding of Hayes’s life and his
pursuit of understanding nationalism.16 The second was a dissertation from a Columbia
University student, Arthur Hughes. His dissertation, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Teacher and

14
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Historian,” discussed Hayes as a professor and mentor.17 These documents would allow the
researcher to understand his life to a minor degree, his accomplishments as a historian and
professor, and provide a firm grasp of Carlton J. H. Hayes. Utilizing all of these materials will
help to bring these sources together into a valuable synthesis of information about Carlton J. H.
Hayes.
However, the alternate form of investigation to Hayes’s life is examining world events
using Hayes since he either wrote about the event or was present to experience the event. There
is also the method of investigating Hayes and the many ideological ideas that he focused on
primarily. It is well known that Hayes converted to Catholicism and was, by all indications, a
devout follower. However, one would think that someone as literate and well-read as Hayes
would have written something from a religious perspective. While he mentions spiritual aspects
of life in many of his histories, there are few overtly religious writings. However, H. Vincent
Moses explains nationalism and how they relate to Hans Kohn and Carlton J. H. Hayes’s views
on the Kingdom of God.18 In this article, Moses explains that individuals must remain faithful to
the reconciliation of the nations and that Hayes was proper to fight against the idolatry of the
modern world.19 Charles R. Halstead also wrote about Carlton J. H. Hayes but instead focused
on Hayes’s period in Spain as an ambassador.20 In this article, Halstead examines the idea of a
historian in the political spectrum. That is extremely helpful because it allows Halstead to delve
into the historiographic and unique qualities a historian holds and how they are best and least

Arthur Joseph Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Teacher and Historian,” (PhD dissertation, Columbia
University, 1970.).
18
H. Vincent Moses, “Nationalism and the Kingdom of God According to Hans Kohn and Carlton J. H.
Hayes,” A Journal of Church and State 17, no. 2 (Spring 1975): 259-274.
19
Moses, “Nationalism and the Kingdom of God According to Hans Kohn and Carlton J. H. Hayes, 259.
20
Charles R. Halstead, “Historians in Politics: Carlton J. H. Hayes as Americas Ambassador to Spain
1942-45,” Journal of Contemporary History 10, no. 3 (July 1975): 383-405.
17
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fitted for the field of politics.21 In addition to the dissertation he wrote in 1970, Arthur Hughes
also wrote an article on Hayes in 1989 that discusses much that is said in his dissertation in an
abbreviated format. That makes this article a quick source for anyone who does not want to read
his 300-page dissertation but still wants to understand the finer points of Carlton J. H. Hayes.22
The most recent scholarly writing on Carlton J. H. Hayes was published in Diplomatic History
by Emmet Kennedy. In this article, Kennedy examines how Hayes worked with Franco and the
United States to get Hitler and his Nazi ideology out of Spain.23 By the end of this article,
Kennedy states that despite some labeling Hayes as Anti-Semitic, the Spanish officers and
Franco’s advisors saw Hayes as a righteous diplomat who did much for Spain during World War
II.24
Nationalistic ideology can be highly complex, so a general understanding of the idea is
essential. Works like Anthony D. Smith’s Nationalism: Theory, Ideology, History, and E.J.
Hobsbawm’s Nations and Nationalism since 1780: Programme, Myth, Reality are essential for
understanding the early developmental origins and a general understanding of nationalism.25
Another valuable source in the basic understanding of nationalism is The Oxford Handbook of
the History of Nationalism, edited by John Breuilly. This book focuses extensively on the
significant specifics of the emergence of nationalism, its distribution throughout society, the

Charles R. Halstead, “Historians in Politics: Carlton J. H. Hayes as Americas Ambassador to Spain
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24
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from Hitler,” 260.
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(New York: Cambridge University Press, 2012), 1-192.; Anthony D. Smith, Nationalism: Theory, Ideology,
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challenges, and the general historiography of nationalism.26 This book is a principal source for
anyone interested in understanding the role of nationalism in society throughout the 19th and 20th
centuries. While many more valuable sources discuss nationalism, these three books may help
solidify an understanding of nationalism for a more in-depth examination using Hayes’s
writings.
The concept of Europe is often abstract and difficult to define. Because of this lack of
specifics, nationalism became vital to understanding the world in the 20th century. Where does
the border for one nation begin, and where does another border end? Defining the entity of
Europe is also highly paramount to understanding nationalism and will be helpful in this project.
The Idea of Europe: From Antiquity to the European Union, edited by Anthony Pagden, will be
an essential source. Many of the chapters in this book will be helpful because they will help
contribute to the knowledge base for the further analysis of Hayes’s views and how he affected
this understanding. Still, one specific chapter will be instrumental.27 Chapter 8, written by
Ariane Chebel d’Appollonia, “European Nationalism and European Union,” establish how
Europe defined itself in the 20th century and what lessons have been learned throughout the
formation of borders and boundaries based upon the fighting of wars and political
maneuvering.28 Brendan Simms’s Europe: The Struggle for Supremacy, from 1453 to the
Present, will also be a handy tool and source for building a reliable mechanism for understanding
the 20th-century world. That is because this book’s thesis argues the ever-present goal of the
“struggle for supremacy,” and this coincides expertly with the previously stated argument of

26
John Breuilly, The Oxford Handbook of the History of Nationalism, (Cambridge, UK: Oxford University
Press, 2016), 1-731.
27
Anthony Pagden, editor, The Idea of Europe: From Antiquity to the European Union, (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2002), 1-33.
28
Ariane Chebel d’Appollonia, “European Nationalism and European Union,” in Pagden, editor, The Idea
of Europe: From Antiquity to the European Union, (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2002), 171-190.
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Hayes, where nations that are nationalistic will view one country as inferior and the
“motherland” or “fatherland” as the superior.29
While the nationalistic ideology of nations such as Great Britain, the United States,
France, Italy, and Russia are important and contributing factors to each nation’s rationale for the
legitimacy of World War II, a great deal of this project will focus on the nationalistic thought of
Spain and Germany. It was because it was in both nations that Hayes focused much of his life,
career, and scholarship. Therefore, some sources used in this project will examine the
nationalistic understanding of Spanish nationalism and German nationalism.
There is a general lack of books that discuss Spanish nationalism at an extended length.
Instead, much discussion of Spanish nationalism has been in the form of articles. Unfortunately,
there has not been a more in-depth examination of Spanish nationalism because a further analysis
of this sub-field of nationalism would significantly contribute to the historiography. However,
some articles are extremely useful in examining and understanding what is meant by Spanish
nationalism. Diego Muro and Alejandro Quiroga write one such article. In this article, Muro and
Quiroga attempt to uncover whether Spanish nationalism was civic nationalism or ethnicitybased.30 Did Spain define itself based on political borders or a common heritage and ethnic
background? That is an excellent question because it counters what Hayes says about
nationalistic patriotism as a positive form of national unity compared to the strive to form
nationalistic supremacy based upon an imperialistic desire to expand one’s nation's boundaries.
Along this line of examination, one can also look at the article written by Xosé-Manoel Núñez.

29

Brendan Simms, Europe: The Struggle for Supremacy, From 1453 to the Present, (New York: Basic
Books, 2013), 530-535.
30
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(2005): 9-29.
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In this article, Núñez examines inter-regional variants of their views of the nation and how they
change based on the politics and folk heritage of the region.31
The article written by Patrick Vitale is connected explicitly with Spanish nationalism
during World War II. This work of economic history looks at the production side of Spain
during World War II and its attempt to create a united identity based upon the nationalistic
themes of “contribution, national belonging, and sacrifice.”32 That is a fundamental article
because it will demonstrate how those ideas of contribution, national belonging, and sacrifice are
common points in all forms of nationalism, except these ideas, all changed based upon the nation
and the nation's political, economic, and cultural contributions. However, this article is also
essential to this dissertation because those ideas coincide more with Hayes’s view of nationalistic
patriotism based upon a common purpose for the benefit of all than trying to supplant another
nation.
This is a small sampling of the ideas discussed in articles about Spanish nationalism.
However, since Hayes also tended to compare nationalistic patriotism to the negative case in
German and Italian nationalism, it will be essential to understand the development of German
nationalistic thought. Considering this field is discussed more commonly because of its relations
to Nazi Germany, many more book-length examinations have consistently contributed to the
historiography and the historical narrative of 20th-century world history.
While not comprehensive of the historiography of the entire history of German
nationalism, three books help allow one to understand the development of the opposing ideas to

Xosé-Manoel Núñez, “The Region as Essence of the Fatherland: Regionalist Variants of Spanish
Nationalism (1840-1936),” European History Quarterly 31, no. 4 (2001): 483-518.
32
Patrick Vitale, “Wages of War: Manufacturing Nationalism During World War II,” Antipode 43, no. 3
(2011): 783.
31
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Hayes’s nationalistic patriotism. One book is Mary Fullbrook’s German National Identity after
the Holocaust (1999). In this book, Fullbrook discusses how Germany developed its national
identity and changed after the Holocaust and the Cold War.33 In this book, Fullbrook agrees with
Hayes’s view of nationalism as a self-perpetuating system that educates young people to hold
particular beliefs. Also, Fullbrook advances the understanding of Germany’s struggle to account
for their opinions in the Hitler age compared to the present day and a world striving for equality
and inclusion. Another essential book is Hagen Schulze’s The Course of German Nationalism:
From Frederick the Great to Bismarck, 1763-1867. While much of this information pre-dates
the period in the discussion, this book helps one to understand the formation and creation of the
roots of German nationalistic thought that inspired Hitler.34 A final helpful source discussing the
middle period of German nationalism and nation-building is Hans-Ulrich Wehler’s The German
Empire, 1871-1918. This book takes up the account from where Schulze’s work ends and
imparts a great deal of information on the years of German national identity into the 20th century.
World War II is a considerable topic encompassing several avenues of investigation and
examination. However, two books stand out as the pre-eminent and authoritative works in
World War II and the early 20th century. From the American perspective, there is no source
more valuable than that of David M. Kennedy’s Freedom From Fear: The American People in
Depression and War, 1929-1945. This finely-paced narrative analyzes the Depression years
through the end of World War II; all described from the perspective of America.35 The source
that has stood the test of time for nearly as long as Kennedy’s American take on the war is

33
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24.
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Gerhard L. Weinberg’s A World at Arms: A Global History of World War II. This monolithic
work claims to be a global account of World War II, and it covers aspects of World War II, both
large and small. It has held the mantle as authoritative for many European historians.36
However, World War II is not the main focus of this dissertation; a significant portion of
this investigation will examine Hayes’s role in keeping Spain from entering World War II on the
Axis side. In World War II, Hayes’s part deals with Spain and the broader Iberian Peninsula.
However, not much was written about Spain during World War II. However, a few reputable
sources are written that discuss Spain’s involvement in World War II. The source most closely
relevant to the topic is the book written by Wayne H. Bowens, Spain, during World War II; this
book synthesizes the issues commonly examined when Spain’s role in the war is covered.37 This
book examines foreign policy, domestic politics, economy, culture, women, Catholic Church,
and the authoritarian state.38 Before the publication of this book, much of the information was
widely scattered and did not compose a cohesive account of the period.39 Some sources discuss
the relationship between Francisco Franco and Adolf Hitler, the relationship between Franco and
Roosevelt, a book that covers the unique shifting allegiances of Spain during the war, and the
most recent book discusses Spain’s role in World War II and the Holocaust.40
However, the most extensive collection of sources is Spain's relationship and shifting
loyalties during World War II. This correlates directly with the focus of this dissertation and
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Hayes’s role in this relationship that developed throughout World War II. The direction of these
sources is varied and consists of many different methodologies and interests. Pablo Baisotti
examines Spain’s militarization of the nationalistic ideology of Francoism.41 An article by
Andrew Buchanan, “Washington’s ‘silent ally’ in World War II? United States Policy towards
Spain, 1939-1945,” looks at the possibility of Spain using non-belligerency to act as a ‘silent
ally’ or mole into the plans of Nazi Germany.42 Finally, several sources consider the economic
contributions of the United States to Spain and Spain’s financial assistance to the war effort.43
However, this is just the beginning of the various avenues for investigating the history of United
States-Spanish diplomacy during World War II. However, it is interesting that despite this vast
array of sources, there are not many examinations that heavily incorporate Carlton J. H. Hayes
into the diplomatic and ambassadorial aspects of the history of the period. This dissertation
plans to fix that lack of analysis on the role of Hayes in these diplomatic investigations. By
digging deeper into the intricacies of Hayes’s time in Spain, more detail can be gained about this
period of his life. It will allow future historians to use this dissertation as a foundation to
elaborate further on this pivotal moment in Hayes’s life.
While some research exists on Carlton J. H. Hayes, much of the study is more than sixty
years old. Therefore, the following project endeavors to primarily bring older research into the
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modern-day. Furthermore, the project will expand on various gaps and holes in the period's
historiography. This includes filling in the gaps in his life in his youth and short military career,
giving more definition to his role as ambassador to Spain, and filling in missing details
associated with the later years of his life.
There are also various intellectual gaps in the historiography of Hayes’s life. One such
gap concerning Carlton J. H. Hayes is the lack of scholarship that discusses Hayes’s Catholic
faith. While the existing dissertations and articles that mention his conversion to Catholicism in
his teen years are commonly restated in any discussion of his early life, there is not much detail
beyond this simple statement. This is unfortunate because understanding his Catholic faith and
how it affected him would be exceedingly helpful to allow historians to know how he viewed life
and how it affected his decisions. In addition, it raises many questions, such as whether Hayes’s
faith made him fixate on nationalism as a religion in modern European history. Did his faith
even play a role during his life? It will be seen that Hayes’s faith was a foundation for his
understanding of life and affected his decisions. Catholicism and Christianity were indeed
guiding principles in Hayes’s life.
Another gap is that much of the existing scholarship is scattered across the decades and
does not have a cohesive picture. For example, there seems to be little or no scholarship that
discusses Hayes’s early life or early career. The earliest texts discussing Hayes are dated to the
1940s or afterward, coinciding with his role as Ambassador to Spain. The goal of this
dissertation will take as much of this older information as possible and bring it into the present
day to be readily available to scholars. Also, some aspects of Hayes’s life, career, or
historiography are mentioned in some scholarship, and then some scholars neglect the concepts
and leave them out entirely. This project will take that information, address the differences in
20

the data, and move the best composite of the ideas forward into the 21st century. Furthermore, as
previously stated, much of the scholarship on the period is old and antiquated and needs to be
updated with the inclusion of now available primary sources that previous historians, such as
Willson and Hughes, or even Hayes himself, did not have available. This includes utilizing
Spanish language sources and now opened archives that Hayes or historians of the 1970s did not
have available.
Nationalism is a commonly discussed theme in examining the 20th century and the
writings of Carlton J. H. Hayes. However, there is a minimal examination of the intellectual
analysis of how Hayes came to the ideas he discussed in his writings. That is because there are
little or no available sources that endeavor to try to understand the thought process of Carlton J.
H. Hayes. Nor does anyone attempt to delve deeply into why Hayes chose to pursue nationalism
and what he was trying to understand. Therefore, his writings will be of extreme importance
throughout this project. It will aid in determining the personal and historical motivations that
allowed him to arrive at how he perceived nationalism. Furthermore, the existing secondary
sources on nationalism will help to place Hayes in the over-arching development of the
examination of nationalism and how the ideas are different from Hayes’s analysis in the modernday.
While there has been discussion as recent as 2012 concerning Hayes’s role in World War
II as an ambassador to Spain, the information is isolated. There needs to be more information to
put Hayes into the broader picture of World War II, Spain, and foreign diplomacy. This would
include correspondence between Franklin D. Roosevelt and Hayes, descriptions by Spanish
advisors to Franco discussing Hayes, and bringing Hayes into the very heart of the situation.
Furthermore, a more significant amount of detail would help historians understand what Hayes
21

did to help Spain. Unfortunately, despite the good relations between Spain and the U.S. after
World War II, Truman decided to throw Spain aside and neglect all the work Hayes did to build
a solid and healthy rapport with the Iberian Peninsula. Why?
Furthermore, despite the healthy supply of sources that examine the United States and
Spanish relations during the 20th century, none put Hayes as the prime character in this
relationship. This project will endeavor to establish Hayes as a highly influential character in
US-Spanish relations during World War II and hopefully lead to a more prominent involvement
of Hayes in future scholarship. The dissertation will demonstrate that Hayes was an advocate
(during his ambassadorship and after) for the necessity of the inclusion of Spain in the economic,
political, and social spheres. Hayes supported the idea that Spain played a significant role in the
formation of America. Thus, they deserved as much a right as other European nations to have a
stake in the development of the world. Even during the Cold War, his dedication to Spain
caused many to consider Hayes pro-Franco and anti-America. This controversy will also be
discussed within this dissertation.
From a methodological perspective, this project contains three separate motivations based
upon gaps in the historiography of Hayes and the broader 19th and 20th centuries. First, the
project will create a biographical understanding of Hayes’s life. While there is minimal
information on his life outside his career, notes and draft chapters exist in his unfinished and
unpublished autobiography in the Hayes Collection at the Columbia University library.44 There
are also multitudes of personal, official, and miscellaneous correspondence.45 These sources can
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be examined and analyzed to understand the “off-the-clock” Hayes. Second, the desire will be to
use these sources as the basis for understanding the man that was Carlton J. H. Hayes. What life
experiences invigorated him? What were his aspirations? What were the significant events of
his early life? What were his interests and dislikes? There needs to be a cohesive, specific, and
defined account of his life from a biographical perspective—an aspect of the historiography of
Hayes that is sorely missing.
The second methodology of this project will be intellectual. There is no lack of
scholarship stating that Hayes fixated on the idea of nationalism.46 The majority of his works
discuss or cover nationalism in some way. However, there is very little analysis of the
intellectual components of his writings beyond the simple statement that he wrote on
nationalism. Why nationalism? What is it about it that interested him? What about nationalism
was he trying to define? How are his religious beliefs tied to his views on nationalism? What
evidence can the researcher find in Hayes’s writings, books, lectures, etc.? Within this same
section, there is also the idea of Hayes’s faith as a Catholic. When historians discuss Carlton J.
H. Hayes, they relay that Hayes converted from Protestantism to Catholicism in his teens. Why?
What were the theological or ideological motivations for such a decision? What are the
indicators of his devout status as a Catholic? How did Hayes’s Catholicism assist and hinder his
life and career? This project section will endeavor to understand Hayes's intellectual and
theological motivations. More than that, it will attempt to understand how they influenced his
decisions throughout his life.
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The third methodology of this work is complex. Part of the problem surrounding Hayes
is the lack of historical attention on him, Spain during World War II, and his involvement as
ambassador. Therefore, this focus will act as a way to demonstrate how Hayes and his
accomplishments can fit within the existing historiography of World War II. This section will
endeavor to place this newly defined history into the broader historiography of World War II,
US-Spanish Relations, and Spain during World War II. As the field currently stands, much of
the understanding of the relationship between Spain to World War II is minimally discussed.
Spain is commonly only mentioned in this period as a prelude to World War II without further
elaboration. This also applies to the idea of US-Spanish relations during and after World War II.
An analysis of this aspect of history is rare except in specialized scholarship. Last, the concept
of Spain’s ever-changing position during World War II never seems to be addressed in
mainstream scholarship. This needs to be alleviated. This section will attempt to use Hayes’s
position as ambassador and his perspectives on the importance of Spain during World War II to
give future scholars possible avenues for further analysis and elaboration beyond this
dissertation.
This project will look at three main facets of Hayes’s life and contribute to a better
understanding of Hayes and his contribution to world history. First, this project will primarily
endeavor to give a more in-depth understanding of the life of Carlton J. H. Hayes. Therefore,
examining various stages in Hayes’s life will reveal the human side of Hayes, an aspect sorely
missing in his life's historiography. Second, the project will also show Hayes’s role as an
ambassador to Spain. While there has been scholarship on his life, it is sparse, and some of it is
pretty old. The desire is to take the existing materials and include new information to give future
historians something to use as a foundation for future research. This work can, in many regards,
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be seen as a synthesis of old research and bring it into the 21st century. Third, this project also
endeavors to emphasize the importance of Catholicism to Hayes and demonstrate that it was a
motivating force and influenced Hayes’s decision-making process in all things. Finally, there is
a bonus motivation for this project, which is to demonstrate that Hayes has value to history.
Despite his controversial behavior and beliefs, his actions were essential to the natural
progression of the past. Hayes’s Catholic faith allowed him to integrate with the Spanish and be
seen as less threatening. Moreover, Hayes’s understanding of nationalism helped him in the role
of ambassador because it allowed him to make decisions and persuade Franco to make decisions
that appealed to the nationalistic tendencies of the people. These actions allowed Hayes to
transform Spain from a potentially belligerent nation to a completely benign neutral country by
the war’s end.
This project will be divided into chapters explaining or analyzing a different component
of the overall concept of biography, intellectual, or historiographic history within these
methodological parts. Chapter one is a general discussion of the methodology and
historiography and provides a broad background on Hayes and the motivations behind this
project. Chapter two will discuss the early life of Hayes. This chapter will cover the first thirtyseven years of Hayes’s life, 1882-1919. This would include discussions of his birthplace, family,
schooling, college life, and professors' influence and end with World War I. Chapter three will
discuss the early career of Carlton J. H. Hayes. This chapter will delve into this period of his life
and see how it affected him from a political, intellectual, and academic perspective. Chapter
three will also examine his life as a historian and professor between 1920 and 1939. This will
explore his career through his publications, roles in various organizations, and public life in the
years leading up to 1939. Chapter four will be dedicated to exhaustively covering Hayes’s
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period of ambassadorship. This includes answering many questions about why he was chosen,
understanding the role he performed, and giving further definition and clarity to his role as
ambassador. This chapter will also attempt to understand how the controversy of Jewish
refugees fleeing Nazi Germany came about and how Hayes dealt with the incident's publicity.47
Chapter five will examine the final years of Hayes’s life. This chapter will discuss how Hayes
continued to be outspoken about nationalism, the importance of international relations, and the
dangers of Russia, Korea, and the Cold War. The chapter will also attempt to give more
definition to his last days, leading to his death on September 2, 1964.
Finally, Chapter six will serve as the conclusion of the dissertation. The chapter
thoroughly integrates everything discussed throughout the dissertation and presents it as one
complete and cohesive account of Carlton J. H. Hayes. Furthermore, the conclusion will further
restate and summarize the discussions concerning the evolution of Hayes’s views on nationalism
and Catholicism and how it affected his life and career. Then the conclusion will ultimately
finish with a concise overview of how historians can improve the overall narrative of the 20th
century with the inclusion of Hayes as a mechanism for further analysis. Depending on length
limitations, there may also be an appendix with various items.
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Chapter 2:
The Road from Afton to New York City:
The Early Years of Carlton J.H. Hayes:
1882-1919
Before he was ambassador to Spain during World War II, he was one of the most
prestigious professors at Columbia University for 43 years. Before the books, articles, honorary
degrees, and countless lectures, Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes was just a simple boy from Afton,
New York. Afton, New York, is a tiny town located nearly four hours northwest of New York
City. It is in this environment that Hayes’s story begins. Born into a family that valued
education, music, and learning, Hayes quickly developed an appetite for expanding his voracious
desire to learn everything about his hometown and the world around him. There are accounts of
a young Hayes collecting newspaper clippings detailing events of the Spanish-American War
that occurred in the years of his youth.1 However, Hayes’s curiosity did not stop with a
fascination with history and current events. From a young age, Hayes was not completely
satisfied with his Protestant upbringing. From his lukewarm dedication to his family’s Baptist
beliefs, Hayes would later in life convert to Catholicism, a point of significant influence on his
future writings and decision-making process. As will be seen, this Catholic faith allowed Hayes
to perceive nationalism as having a religious character, allowed him to be more readily accepted
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by Catholic Spain, and often caused him to be the target of much controversy. However, from
1882 to 1919, the prestigious professor and future ambassador to Spain came into being. This
period was his formative years, and it was during this time one could see Hayes develop into a
highly persistent, devout, and truly studious academic person.2

Figure 1: This was Carlton J. H. Hayes's childhood home.3

Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes was born on May 16, 1882, to Dr. Philetus A. Hayes and
Mrs. Permelia M. Huntley Hayes.4 Carlton’s middle name, “Joseph Huntley,” was in honor of

2
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Permelia’s father, Joseph Huntley, a ship captain who settled in Connecticut in the 1780s.5
Carlton’s father also had heritage from Connecticut because one of his early ancestors, Nathaniel
Hayes, who came over from Exeter, England, was one of the founders of Norwalk, Connecticut,
in 1651. Carlton was very proud of his heritage and the surrounding countryside of Afton, and it
would lead him to write a short book about Afton later in life.6 At the time of Carlton’s youth,
Afton was very agricultural and remote. In his autobiography, Hayes fondly recalls the
simplicity of the world in which he was born. He lists how the railroad took anyone to the more
“industrious” New York City or Albany.7 He also recalls such humble images as no cars, no
movies, no telephone, water from a well, no indoor plumbing, no central heating, and lighting
from a kerosene lamp.8 Carlton experienced the first eighteen years of his life within this
uniquely isolated and quaint area.
Carlton was the only child; however, his parents had lost a set of twins, Caleb and
Catherine, who were born and died on the same day in 1881.9 The circumstances surrounding
the death of the twins are never fully explained, but it would have left an impression on Hayes’s
parents. For this reason, Carlton’s parents were very protective of him, and they, in many ways,
sheltered him. For much of his youth, Carlton was thin and frail. However, despite his socially
awkward appearance, he had abundant love and acceptance from his parents.
In addition to a loving household, Hayes was more fortunate than some people of the late
19th and early twentieth centuries. Carlton’s father was the town’s physician lucky enough to
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deliver his son, and Carlton’s mother was the town’s music teacher. Therefore, there was not
only a degree of financial security for the family of three, but free medical assistance from
Carlton’s father and his mother taught Carlton to play the piano and sing. However, Hayes
fondly remembers that his father was not too adamant about making sure people would pay for
his services. Hayes recalls that as a physician, his father would often not take monetary
payments but instead take payments in kind from those whom he treated.10 That is a quality of
his father that Hayes often found comical. Ironically, Hayes’s father even met with other local
physicians to discuss the difficulty of obtaining fees for services.11 The meeting concluded that
one should try to accept payment if possible. Still, the physician must consider the situation of
his patients, and they must be willing to see some work as “charity” or look for payment in other
ways.12 Permelia Hayes was also a very busy woman. Not satisfied with staying at home all the
time, she also taught music at the Afton Union School and Academy and gave lessons to people
for miles around. For example, Permelia Hayes would go as far as Bainbridge to teach a class of
25 people music.13 Being surrounded by music the way he was, Hayes developed a strong love
for music and singing. During his adult life, Hayes was well known for sitting down to the piano
and playing a favorite piece or performing various recitals.14 For example, at one speech contest
for the Fratres Noctis in 1900, Carlton J. H. Hayes performed Fantasie from Fra Diavolo by
Sydney Smith.15
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Figure 2: Carlton's Father, Dr. Philestus A. Hayes. This photograph was taken later in his father's life.16

For a large portion of Hayes’s childhood, education was a vital component. Carlton
recalls that it was the standard practice for a child to enter school at seven. Therefore, the
parents administered much of the learning to read and write at home. Thus, Carlton immediately
obtained an advantage in that area compared to his peers. Both of Carlton’s parents were highly
educated, and it was no massive issue for Carlton to quickly catch on to the fundamentals of
reading and writing. Once Carlton came of age to enter school, he was fortunate enough that the
Afton Union School and Academy was a block from his house. Carlton would walk there every
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school day. Carlton explains that all twelve grades were housed inside the same building.17 The
grades were organized as follows: grades one and two were in the north wing of the building,
third and fourth in the middle set of rooms, fifth and sixth in the south wing, and all other grades
were located on the top floor.18 With such proximity to others, Carlton Hayes was forced to
become acquainted with other people quickly.
The curriculum of the school systems of that time was representative of the late 19th and
early 20th centuries. From 1889 to 1898, he was educated in a primarily liberal arts education.
That included some math, Latin, social studies, and literature.19 These basic subjects gave him
the traditional teaching of a young man of the period. Hayes highly valued the education he
obtained from his years at the Afton Union School and Academy. He appreciated the way the
school acted as an “intellectual institution” and how it prepared him for more rigorous studies
down the road. He also felt that compared to the 1950s and 1960s, when he was writing his
autobiography, Hayes thought that the teachers he had at the time were “…born, not artificially
made….” Hayes excelled in these liberal arts subjects, which is evident because he finished
school at 16 in 1898. That would lead one to infer that Hayes may have skipped a few grades
during his youth, a point Hayes agrees upon in his autobiographical manuscript, though he did
not remember which grades he skipped.20
Despite appearances, Hayes was not as socially awkward as some may believe, especially
once he entered school. By the time Hayes entered “high school,” Hayes had become much
more outgoing and friendly. He gained self-confidence that was strengthened by others
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recognizing his intelligence.21 Hayes fondly remembers his friends at the Afton Union School
and Academy. For example, Hayes remembered he had a friend named Claude Hinman, who
later became a rancher in Colorado, and Jessee Wrench, who later became a professor of history
at the University of Missouri.22 He would participate in sports and physical activities with
friends like these as a kid. Hayes was not too fond of many physical activities, but he did enjoy
tennis, walking, skating, bicycling, and canoeing.23 He also gained an excellent talent for oratory
and debate, for which he won much recognition during his school years for his participation in
the beloved debate team.24 In addition, he became socially minded and loved creating various
“secret” organizations and clubs with his friends. This desire to create multiple clubs and secret
societies was inspired by his study of Latin, which carried with it its unique mystical attractions
for a young and impressionable youth, but also because Afton was the home to a Masonic Order
of which his father was a member.25 One such organization that Hayes created with a friend
Charles Seely was the Fratres Noctis. Hayes described the “fraternity” as a benevolent society
with an initiation that required them to mix their liberal arts knowledge with their primitive
understanding of electricity and hydrogen sulfide. In a macabre tone, Hayes joked that initiates
in their rituals “occasionally fainted.”26 Hayes does not elaborate on the initiation process or the
actual goals of the group, but it went from secret society to a reasonably popular organization.
That is evident in the yearly speech contests, recitals, and public programs sponsored by Fratres
Noctis in the town of Afton.
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As a youth, Hayes was also a bit of a trickster. In 1898, the United States was at the
center of the Spanish-American War. A war between the United States and Spain over territory
and the rights of those in Central and South America to have independence. Therefore, it was a
grave war that had dire ramifications for both countries involved. However, Hayes and a friend
Leon Fuller thought it would be funny to make a Spanish flag and put it on a flag pole at the
Afton Union School and Academy. They felt it comical, but many locals did not find it too
entertaining. However, at the same time, Hayes understood the seriousness of the situation
because, as previously stated, he collected every newspaper clipping and put it together in a
notebook/scrapbook for later reflection and contemplation.27 So even then, Hayes was starting to
appreciate current events and how important it is to preserve them for later generations to
examine.
Out of the events surrounding the Spanish-American War, Hayes first started to be
exposed to the concept of politics. That means the ever-present contest between the political
parties and which was more advantageous to secure a fundamental change in the world. In the
late 19th and early 20th century, Afton, NY, was highly pro-Republican. Hayes recalls the first
real exposure he had to the world of politics was during the 1888 and 1892 presidential
campaigns.28 Hayes explains that the Democratic party to Aftonites were seen as “…fond of
rum, tolerant of Romanism, and, worst of all, sympathetic toward Southern rebellion.”29 Not too
different from modern mudslinging, each side has its own opinions of the opposing political
party, and the fact that sympathies toward the Southern rebellion were still an issue proves that
even in 1888 and 1892, the wounds of the Civil War were still raw. Hayes goes on to explain
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that for many years he voted Republican because that’s the way his parents voted. Still,
eventually, Hayes’s political and religious views would change from that of his parents, and
Hayes admits to voting for his first Democrat in 1916.30
One of the first signs that Hayes had a different trajectory from his parents is regarding
matters of religious views. In many ways, high school seemed to be Hayes’s period of
blossoming and coming into his own. During this time, Hayes started questioning his beliefs and
religious understanding of the world around him. Hayes’s family was Baptist. Therefore, for
most of his youth, he would attend the local Baptist church with his mother and father, as was
customary. However, he found the Protestant perspective to be “lukewarm” and “subdued.”31
Hayes believed that he needed something more ritualistic and supernatural; he felt that there was
not a strong enough connection to God from the Protestant perspective.32 His discussions with
his school history teacher further intensified this aversion to the Baptist denomination.33 This
teacher’s pessimistic opinion of Catholicism caused Hayes, a young man, to approach a
Binghampton Catholic Priest, Martin J. Hughes.34 Hayes and Father Hughes kept up a long
relationship, where Hughes would share with Hayes literature on Catholicism and would also
converse through letters about Catholicism.35 Hayes was technically a Baptist until his early 20s
in college.36
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As Carlton J. H. Hayes was approaching the end of his high school years, Afton also
started to experience massive change. During the 1890s, Afton began to change from the quaint
and simple life of a simple agricultural community to a little more modern society with many of
the new technological advances of the late 19th century.37 Some of the changes that Hayes
experienced were the introduction of street lighting, the use of gas and electricity for heating and
powering lights, telephones introduced, the Afton Academy was rechartered as the Afton High
School, the public water system was constructed, running water, and modern bathrooms were
installed in households.38
Carlton saw many of these changes firsthand. While the population remained small, the
community did grow, and Dr. P.A. Hayes was chosen as Afton’s first mayor.39 With that
privilege came many other improvements. Hayes remembers because of his father’s status in the
local community as mayor and school board member; his house was the first to obtain central
heating, electric lights, and a telephone.40
Therefore, by 1898, Afton was well on its way to becoming a more modern community.
The technological innovations of the late 19th century moved Afton and the rest of the world on
the eve of a new century. At 16, Carlton J. H. Hayes had completed everything required to be
considered a graduate of high school.41 Unfortunately, while he could continue and attend
college at 16, Dr. P. A. Hayes and Permelia Hayes felt that it was better for Carlton to stay in
Afton for two more years.42 However, during this time, Hayes did not just sit around and play or
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fool around. It was the idea of his parents that during this time, Hayes would continue to pursue
an “independent study” of various subjects that could give him a head start for when he entered
college in 1900.43 In addition to working on independent study, Hayes would work in the school
library and be a substitute teacher. Therefore, at such a young age, Hayes was pushed into
academic work, even though he did not know it at the time. Four topics that Hayes was to study
during this two-year gap period were the subjects of German, French, Greek, and botany.44 The
languages would come in handy because once he entered college, those languages became
significant subjects of study. While the subject of botany does not entirely relate to his future
studies in history, it was not uncommon to see many references later on to the spread of
nationalism compared to the growth of a seed or the fertilization of ideas.45
Between high school and college, Hayes took a job in 1900 with the U.S. Census and was
hired as an enumerator.46 This position tasked Carlton with going around his district to collect
information for the state population records. The certificate specified that his district included:
“Afton town, (part of) including Afton Village. All the part of town lying North or Northerly of
the Susqua river, including any park of the village of Afton lying South of the Susquehanna
River.”47 That consists of a good portion of land for a young 17-year-old boy. However, he
performed the duty well and received a check for $85.58 for his services in August 1900.48
By the fall of 1900, it was time for Carlton J. H. Hayes to go to college. Between 1898
and 1900, he and his family pondered where he should go and what field he should pursue. His
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parents gave him various suggestions on schools and fields he should pursue. P.A. Hayes
wanted his son to attend Cornell and go into the medical field, while his mother wanted him to
go to Yale and study law.49 The reasons Carlton’s parents gave for their choices were typical of
a parent facing the thought of their child going off to college. Carlton’s mother wanted him to
go to Yale because Permelia’s family had gone there and wanted him to follow in their
footsteps.50 However, Carlton’s father wanted him to go to Cornell for more specific reasons,
including its cheaper, excellent reputation, leading up-state university, and closer.51 However, in
the end, the decision was up to Carlton, where he wanted to go. He had decided upon Columbia
University. Carlton remembers that he wanted to go to Columbia because it was in New York
City, and “…as a country boy, I wanted a taste of Metropolitan life.”52
Therefore, arrangements were made in the fall of 1900 for Hayes to attend Columbia
University. Because of his summer job working for the census, he could pay for his first year’s
tuition at Columbia University.53 In addition, Hayes was fortunate because his mother had a
sister who happened to live in Brooklyn. Therefore, instead of worrying about room and board,
he would live with his aunt and commute to Columbia by train every day.54 So, the week before
Carlton was to leave, in honor of their son, Dr. P. A. Hayes and Permelia Hayes held a Fratres
Noctis reception to congratulate their son on going to Columbia to begin his college career.55
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Then that Friday, nearly the whole of Afton High School showed up at the train to see Carlton
off to New York and a beginning of a new adventure.56

Figure 3: This is the only picture of Carlton J.H. Hayes as a young man. He is the tall and distinguished-looking boy in the
front row in the middle.57

New York City was initially a massive shock to the young country boy from Afton, New
York. Suddenly, Hayes was surrounded by many new sights, sounds, and smells. It took a great
deal of exploration and taking the train to different areas before Hayes felt comfortable with his
new surroundings.58 There were more buildings and people than he was familiar with, and the
air smelled different from the countryside of Afton. However, it was helpful that for the first two
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years at Columbia University, he lived with his aunt, and she would have been able to give him
pointers on how to get around the city. Slowly, Hayes was able to become very comfortable
with the city. Hayes recalls that for those first two years of his college career, he would travel
the long trip to Columbia from Brooklyn and back by train five or six times a week.59
Young Carlton J. H. Hayes was fortunate enough to come to Columbia University at a
time when the college was experiencing a period of significant expansion and growth.60 Hayes
recalled later that the classes were often held in obscure locations such as bookstores,
lunchrooms, and physics buildings.61 The person in charge of Columbia University at the time
was Seth Low. Carlton J. H. Hayes saw Seth Low as a “…modest, charming gentlemen of an
old mercantile family of Brooklyn…” and saw him as one who “…devoted a substantial portion
of his personal fortune to constructing the Low Memorial Library and endowing the chair of
history….”62 Therefore, the university was experiencing a period of development within and
without.
However, what was pretty stable and had been set in stone for decades was the college's
subject and curriculum. Hayes explains the general undergraduate curriculum at the time was as
follows: “…one year of advanced Latin, mathematics, science, history, economics, philosophy,
and logic; two years of English rhetoric and literature and a modern foreign language; electives
may be taken by a junior…a senior …might start work in law, medicine, or engineering.”63
While students of Hayes’s cohort had a little more leeway on what courses they could take, the
college was “primarily devoted” to study of the classical and vernacular languages, especially
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during the first two years.64 It was not until the second half of the undergraduate program that
the student would be allowed to study social studies.65 While some students were shocked by the
amount of language work, Hayes was not too phased by the curriculum. After graduation from
high school, the two years of language study proved to be a great asset coming to Columbia.
Therefore, by the end of the school year, Hayes ended his first year with five A’s, one B, and a
scholarship for his sophomore year.66 However, during the first year of school, Hayes did not go
out much and did not participate in many student activities, something he attributed later to his
lengthy and time-consuming trips from Brooklyn to Columbia University and back.67 However,
much of that would change during his sophomore year.
Hayes had one year under his belt, and much of the stress of being a freshman was gone,
and now he could start focusing on what he wanted to do with his life. In addition to the
pressure of being a freshman gone, he also had the added benefit that his aunt moved to an
apartment near Morningside Heights, closer to Columbia University.68 That drastically freed up
some time for socialization and student activities. When he started at Columbia, he intended to
train to be a lawyer.69 Hayes admits that he had plans during his senior year to pursue the
“professional option,” which would have allowed him to begin work with Columbia’s law
program.70 However, starting his sophomore year, he had to take a class that would genuinely
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change his life. In addition to the Latin, German, French, and English courses, Hayes had to take
History A with William R. Shepherd.71
The course was entitled “Epochs of Ancient, Medieval, and Modern History,” It was as
though something clicked in Hayes, and he knew that this was the field he wanted to pursue.72
Everything about Shepherd was captivating to the young Hayes, and Hayes later explained that
some of the things about Shepherd that he found so intriguing were his “…clarity, precision, and
system which betokens an orderly mind and a successful teacher.”73 The way Shepherd could
speak on any subject with an innate exactitude demonstrated to Hayes, the scientific aspects of
the profession of a historian. Another link that Hayes had with Dr. Shepherd was that Dr.
Shepherd was 30 and was not too much different in age from Carlton during his sophomore
year.74 In the class, Shepherd gave Hayes and the other students two written quizzes a week;
halfway through the school year, Shepherd gave all of the students a mid-year examination.75
After that exam, each student was required to set up and attend a meeting time with Dr. Shepherd
to discuss the results of that student’s grade on the exam. When it came time for Hayes to meet
with Dr. Shepherd, he was constantly worried that he would find out that he did poorly on the
exam.76
Unknown to Carlton J. H. Hayes, it was quite the opposite. Hayes was stunned to learn
from Dr. Shepherd in his University Hall office that Dr. Shepherd regretted telling Carlton Hayes
that he could not find anything wrong with it and had to give him a perfect grade on the test. 77
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Then Dr. Shepherd asked Hayes a question that would forever change his life; he asked him if he
had ever considered a career in history.”78 Hayes felt that all the pieces of his life suddenly came
together, and he could see that his life was leading him toward history. First, Hayes felt that his
love of reading, work in the library as a youth, and knowledge of the Dewey Decimal system
allowed him to understand how a historian thinks.79 Secondly, writing, one of the effective tools
of the historian, had been nurtured by excellent school teachers.80 Third, Hayes’s lifelong study
of many of the languages associated with a profession in the field of history was taught to him
early on in his youth.81 Finally, Hayes was early on pushed into the field of history by the many
family trips he took with his parents to historical sights and his mother teaching him classical
music.82 After another successful year at Columbia, Hayes finished his sophomore year with
straight A’s in all his classes. He again received a scholarship for his junior year for his
excellent academic standing and performance.83
The summer before Hayes’s junior year at Columbia University, Carlton J. H. Hayes
worked a summer job at Mocox Inn in Water Mill, Long Island as a hotel clerk. Hayes also
details that in addition to working at the inn during that time, he enjoyed vacationing there.
Hayes explains that he spent that summer bicycling trails, swimming in the ocean, and meeting
new people.84 He also reveals that he made an acquaintance with a New York University
engineering student named Stanley Crandell.85 They must have formed a more substantial
relationship than acquaintances because Hayes eventually went to Europe with Crandell and

Hayes, “Making an Historian,” 13.
Hayes, “Making an Historian,” 14.
80
Hayes, “Making an Historian,” 14.
81
Hayes, “Making an Historian,” 16.
82
Hayes, “Making an Historian,” 16-17.
83
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 45.
84
Hayes, “Making a Historian,” 11.
85
Hayes, “Making a Historian,” 11.
78
79

43

Crandell’s mother for the first time.86 Because of his services at the hotel, his scholarship, and
additional financial assistance, Hayes started his junior year with quite a large amount of money
and more freedom to participate in social activities.87 That resulted in once again Carlton
coming out of his awkward stage to be more socially involved in various campus and community
activities. Also, during his junior year of college (1902-1903), Hayes’s classes were just as
enjoyable. Now that he had completed much of the mandatory study of classic and vernacular
languages, he was allowed to venture into more social studies. For his junior year, Hayes took
psychology, philosophy, three history classes, and economics.88 After the fortuitous meeting
with Dr. Shepherd in his sophomore year, Hayes decided that one of the classes he would take
was Dr. Shepherd’s English history course and the second course by Dr. George Botsford in
ancient history.89 Once again, at the end of Hayes’s junior year, he had acquired all A’s in his
classes and received a scholarship for his senior year.
Between the summer of 1903 and the summer of 1904, Hayes struggled with his religious
beliefs. During his childhood, his family had raised Hayes in the Baptist tradition, and in many
respects, Hayes tried to feel a connection to this perspective. However, as Hayes aged and
became more and more independent and free-thinking, he felt underwhelmed by the Baptist
theology and craved something with a more mystical and spiritual connection to God. In his
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endeavor to understand his lack of faith in the Protestant perspective, he became increasingly
more focused on Catholicism. During his early 20s, Hayes continued his conversations and
letters with Rev. Hughes, and during this time, Hayes drew even closer to Catholicism.90
However, Hayes was struggling with the thought of hurting those he loved most by converting to
Catholicism. He loved his parents and would not do anything to hurt their opinion of him
deliberately. However, by 1903 Hayes had started attending Catholic services semi-regularly
and began to gain friends and acceptance from other Catholics.91 He felt that the ritual and
antiquity of the Catholic faith made him closer to the true faith of a Christian, and it was with
this desire he pursued Catholicism. This desire to understand Catholicism and its mystical
control over him pushed him to understand nationalism in the future.
According to historian Arthur Hughes, Carlton J. H. Hayes joined the Masonic Order in
Afton on June 11, 1903, to satisfy P.A. Hayes.92 Carlton Hayes moved up the ranks of the
Masonic order in Afton with the ease he found in his undergraduate education. By September
14, 1903, Hayes had already been recognized as a Master Mason.93 However, Carlton J. H.
Hayes still felt unfulfilled and lacking in his spiritual and religious quest. Hayes was further
frustrated because the Masonic order was an ideological and religious contrast to the Catholic
faith. Hayes was truly experiencing a crisis of religious and spiritual identity during this stage in
his life.
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However, Hayes found solace and comfort in his studies, so in the fall of 1903, Hayes
began the senior year of his undergraduate degree at Columbia University. Hayes fondly
remembered the three history courses he chose and with whom they were taught. Hayes took
classes with William A. Dunning, William M. Sloane, and James Harvey Robinson.94 Hayes
remembered that Dunning taught him US history, and Hayes quickly noticed a pro-South bias,
but he was not overly fond of Dunning.95 Interestingly, Hayes’s views on Dunning proved
fortuitous because Dunning’s opinions on the Reconstruction have now been discredited and are
no longer considered valid arguments. Hayes recalled that Sloane was a friend of the president
of Columbia (Seth Low), and Sloane was later given the first Seth Low chair.96 Hayes also
remembered that Dr. Sloane did all of the talking during his lectures, and there was minimal
discussion.97 However, Hayes’s favorite teacher during his senior year was the class he had with
James Harvey Robinson.98 Hayes was fascinated with Robinson and hung onto every piece of
information from Robinson’s lectures.99 Hayes explains that one thing that made him so amazed
by Robinson was his very unique lecture style. Hayes said that Robinson would walk around the
class as he talked and sit on the desk instead of behind it.100 That was far different from the
traditional, more regimental version of teaching with which Hayes was more familiar. He also
found Robinson to be extremely witty, intelligent, and with an “infectious enthusiasm for the
material.101 Therefore, by the end of his senior year, Hayes was determined to continue his study
of history and immediately decided that after graduation, he would apply to the graduate
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program in history, so he could continue to follow Robinson and learn more from him.102
Hayes’s senior thesis was “Political Factors in the Establishment of the Anglican Church.” This
thesis received Hayes high marks, combining his two interests, history and religion.103
Then on June 9, 1904, Hayes graduated from Columbia University with an A.B. in
history.104 Also, before he graduated, Hayes had newly converted to Catholicism on his birthday
on May 16, 1904.105 There were no witnesses of the event, just the priest Rev. T. V. Menton at
the church of St. Paul the Apostle on Sixtieth Street and Columbus Avenue in Manhattan.106
With this conversion, Hayes finally felt religiously fulfilled. As will be seen, his Catholic faith
would majorly influence his life in the years to come. For example, Hayes's Catholicism allowed
Hayes to be seen as less of an antagonist by the cautious Spaniards in Franco’s Spain. Hayes’s
Catholic faith also allowed him to see the ceremonial character of nationalism that was prevalent
in the world of the early twentieth century. Finally, Catholicism gave Hayes a pacifist character
that permeated much of his writings. Even though during World War II, Hayes saw war as
necessary, he felt that it could have been avoided had specific internationalist collaborations
taken place.
After excelling in his study of history at the undergraduate level, Hayes was eager to
continue to study under James Harvey Robinson at the graduate level. So, starting the following
fall, Hayes returned to Columbia, this time not as an undergraduate but as a graduate student,
bringing a certain degree of self-confidence. By this point, Hayes had decided that he would
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pursue the career of a teacher and a scholar.107 Therefore, upon starting his A.M., Hayes had to
pick a significant focus and two “minor” areas of focus. Hayes chose medieval history under
James Harvey Robinson, and his minor areas were American history with Dunning and
international law and the history of diplomacy with Dr. John Bassett Moore.108 Hayes states that
it was from Moore’s classes that he first learned about the significant aspects of nationalism and
internationalism, another major proponent of his future research.109
Therefore, Hayes was under excellent tutelage by James Harvey Robinson. Robinson
was primarily a medievalist and a massive supporter of Enlightenment ideology.110 James
Harvey Robinson was a prestigious professor who focused mainly on humanity's social,
scientific, and intellectual progress compared to merely concentrating on history's political
developments and events.111 Robinson was famous for developing the theory of New History.
This theory attempts to understand current events based on their understanding of historical
events.112 According to Carlton J. H. Hayes, Robinson was concerned with intellectual history’s
association with religion, science, and progress.113 Being a big believer in the ideology of the
Enlightenment, Robinson felt that religious, political, or economic doctrines or dogma are
incorrect.114 Robinson believed medieval history was essential to understanding the modern
European and American situation. One could apply such discoveries to the contemporary world
through the intense and masterful study of past events.115 It was also from Robinson that Hayes
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learned the value of sources.116 A standard tool of the historian is their ability to ask questions.
It was this skill that Robinson pushed and drove into his students, including Hayes.117
The concept of New History also applied to pedagogical practices, another tool that
Hayes added to his future teaching praxis. Robinson believed that history should be more than
simply remembering dates and events.118 Instead, Robinson spoke of how sources of study
should be chosen so that it leads to “…grasping the most fundamental and valuable truth which
the past has to teach us, that of historical continuity.”119
These concepts of New History quickly became ingrained in Hayes’s understanding of
history. Hayes began to understand that according to the tenets of New History, proper use of
sources was a mandatory component. Not only is the particular source important, but how it is
interpreted. From Robinson, he also learned that one must consider the essential facts of man’s
development, this from a scientific perspective and not a religious understanding.120
Unknown to Robinson, he was grooming Hayes to be a skilled ambassador. This skill of
not giving too much information while maintaining honesty would allow him to perform many of
an ambassador's duties successfully. Additionally, the skill of the analysis of various
perspectives, and the ability to then bring those ideas together, are more skills of a trained
historian. Furthermore, historians are trained to pick out the bias of an argument, and
considering nationalism works around a bias of superiority. Hayes would be required to take the
views of Spain, the arguments of the US, and what he perceived as the truth and take action to
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move Spain further toward neutrality and not belligerency. Moreover, this information makes it
apparent that his advisor influenced Hayes in his formative years. From Robinson, he gained a
new perspective on viewing history. He learned that one could take modern-day events and look
to the past for the answers. Furthermore, Hayes gained Robinson’s attention to scientific,
intellectual, and social methodology. As discussed later, this was a significant factor in Hayes’s
attempt to define nationalism scientifically. There is no mistaking the claim from historians such
as Arthur Hughes that much of Hayes’s early work emulated Robinson’s New History.121
New History was on display for Hayes’s Master’s thesis when he wrote “The Disputed
Papal Election of 1378.” This short 71-page thesis is an introductory look at the election of
Urban VI, and he concludes in the thesis that the election of Urban VI was canonically valid. 122
After completing his thesis, Hayes graduated from Columbia again in June 1905. Now Hayes
was determined to become a teacher; therefore, he decided to get his Ph.D.
After completing his MA under Robinson in the summer of 1905, Hayes set to work
immediately on his doctorate. Also, that year, Hayes moved out of his aunt’s house and lived in
an apartment, which made him live closer to campus.123 By 1906, Hayes had completed the
residency requirements to begin work on the doctorate, but he had not yet taken any oral exams
or written the dissertation.124 After obtaining his MA, Hayes became eligible to teach; therefore,
he immediately registered with several teachers’ agencies.125

Eventually, Hayes caught word of

the possibility of teaching a modern European history class to Columbia University juniors and
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seniors.126 Still, under the mentor role, Robinson recommended Hayes for the position, and
Professor Dunning suggested a student of his, Paul Hawarth.127 Unfortunately, Hawarth was
given the job because he had “more teaching experience,” and he specialized in American
history.128 In a snide remark in his autobiography, Hayes responds to this situation, “…he must
have been deemed better equipped to teach modern European history than a medievalist like
me.”129 In many ways, one can sense his animosity toward Hawarth from this statement.
Nevertheless, that was Hayes’s first genuine attempt at securing a job and not receiving the
position, even though it was a field that Hayes specialized in, not Hawarth.
However, instead of staying angry for long, Hayes decided to apply for another position:
to be head of the history department at the Paterson (New Jersey) High School at a salary of
$1,800.130 To complete the application, Hayes was required to complete a “competitive” oral
examination administered by the school superintendent and members of the board of education
in the early autumn of 1906.131 Hayes then headed to Afton for the holidays in November 1906,
and while he was there with family, he received two letters in the mail.132 One of the letters that
Hayes opens is from his mentor Robinson. Robinson informs Hayes that something came up,
and Hawarth would not be able to finish out the school year.133 Robinson explains that the
position was not glamorous and prestigious, but it would get his foot in the door.134 The second
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letter was from Paterson high school, telling Hayes he had been given the head of the history
department.
Hayes faced a difficult situation. He could go with the headship at the high school, which
would give him a fantastic salary for a twenty-four-year-old man. However, he could get a
highly rigorous and challenging teaching position at Columbia University with a stipend of $400
and not even the promise of continuing again for the following year.135 Eventually, with the
support of his family and friends, Hayes chose the position at Columbia University. After the
holidays, Hayes began his first teaching job as Lecturer at Columbia University. A post he
would hold for the next forty-three years. Hayes had a highly rigorous teaching schedule. Hayes
was responsible for teaching two sections of the History A course, three quiz sections, a small
class on modern European history called “Continental European history: modern and
contemporaneous,” and conducting a “third hour,” which was with upper-level students
attending Robinson’s graduate lecture course on medieval history.136 Despite his massive
workload, Hayes accepted the position as a learning moment, and as with his studies, he
excelled. In fact, because of his obligation to adapt and learn quickly, Hayes excelled in the
subject of modern European history, which is why he is known as the leading historian of
modern European history.137 However, Hayes was not alone in his accomplishment and success
in this position. He had the help and assistance of the many professors in the history
department.138 One of the most significant contributors to Hayes’s academic success was
Charles A. Beard.
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Charles A. Beard was a professor at Columbia University, co-founder of the New History
School, and another significant influence on how Hayes viewed and practiced history. One main
draw to Hayes was that Beard was 32 years old, not too far from Hayes.139 That would have
made creating a bond and friendship much easier. They also bonded over their dislike of Dr.
Burgess and his views of the Teutonic theory of history.140 Charles A. Beard is famous for his
work on American history, specifically for how he reinterpreted the Founding Fathers’
motivation for the need to form a new nation. Beard believed that the Founding Fathers were
motivated by the economy rather than the ideas of the Enlightenment period.141 That was a
highly controversial argument, and the idea still inspires debate more than a century later.
However, what made Beard stand behind his statements in the book was his belief in the sources
he used and what they allowed him to discover as he studied the period. This willingness to
stand behind the sources studied helped Hayes learn the importance of finding suitable sources to
support historical investigation and allow historians to find the answers to their questions. Beard
was also known for his Marxist/Socialist viewpoints, and once again, it is interesting that Hayes
would bond with such an individual that held such views.142 Perhaps it is not confusing because
Arthur Hughes believes that Beard “liberalized Hayes” with his socialist ideology, and from that
point forward, Hayes could be labeled a “Christian Socialist.”143
Hayes completed his first year at Columbia as an Instructor, and because of his success,
he was re-invited to teach the same courses, this time with a full-year contract for the 1907-1908
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school year.144 Even more encouraging for Hayes was the fact that this time Hayes saw a raise in
salary to $800.145 Hayes would eventually be invited back many more times, and each time,
Hayes would receive a significant raise to make it worth Hayes’s time to stay at Columbia.146
However, the second year back did not go on without a problem. Professor Sloane had forgotten
to include Hayes’s $800 salary in the department budget, meaning his wages were held back for
a significant period.147 Long enough that Hayes had to also teach at the Teachers’ College,
teaching American history until he started making money.148 In addition to teaching, Hayes
wrote fifty articles for the Encyclopedia Britannica to help make money.149 Unfortunately, all
this teaching meant that Hayes was barely working on his dissertation, which separated him from
finishing his Ph.D.
In the summer of 1908, Hayes took a European tour with Stanley Crandell and Crandell’s
mother.150 On this tour, Hayes and Crandell explored such European countries as Germany, the
Low Countries, France, Switzerland, and Britain.151 After this trip, Hayes commenced the work
required for his dissertation. Hayes began studying the sources relating to the Germanic
barbarian invasions, a fascinating subject for medievalists.152 For the next eighteen months,
Hayes balanced working, collecting, and analyzing sources to include in his dissertation.153
Beard’s influence is evident in the title of Hayes’s doctoral dissertation, An Introduction to the
Sources Relating to the Germanic Invasions (1909), as the source relied heavily on primary
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source records.154 Hayes explains that his main focus was to look at the German invasion and
the fall of the Roman Empire through sources, a key feature of Beard and Robinson’s idea of
New History.155 While the source is helpful and does conclude that “…as time goes from 1st
century BC to 8th century AD, the coverage and discussion of the German barbarians get worse,
and it was not overly exquisite, to begin with.”156 Unfortunately, the dissertation is hastily put
together, and much of the analysis merely comments on lengthy quotes from the authors of the
historical sources, including Plutarch, Strabo, Pliny, Caesar, and many others.
Interestingly, Hayes, who had since elementary school, had a record of academic success,
making it to doctorate-level work. Yet, according to historians such as Arthur Hughes, the
dissertation is not Hayes’s best. However, while the organization and presentation may have
been lacking, Hughes points out a fundamental truth. Hayes learned from his mentors Robinson
and Beard that the sources are paramount in historical inquiry.157 From Robinson and Beard, he
realized that to truly grasp a source's meaning, value, and worth, one must analyze it as it was
initially intended, and only then can one obtain the “…most accurate and real understanding of
the past….”158
After writing his dissertation, Hayes defended his dissertation during the spring of 1909,
passing his exams in French, German, American, and Medieval history.159 Shortly after, in May
1909, Hayes graduated from Columbia University. Hayes was twenty-seven years old, and a
whole world of opportunity was in front of him.
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Anxious, Hayes began the first stage of his career, and that was as a historian and
professor at Columbia University. However, that does not mean that other universities were not
interested in this young academic. Robinson informed Hayes that the University of Chicago was
offering Hayes the chance to teach a course during the summer of 1909.160

However, Columbia

University caught onto the University of Chicago’s offer to get Hayes away from Columbia, and
that caused Columbia to give Hayes a counter-offer. Their offer was a raise and a promotion to
Assistant Professor.161 Over the next several years, other universities would try to pry Hayes
away from Columbia permanently, and each offer was counter-offered with a slightly higher
offer from Columbia.162 That resulted in Hayes being promoted to Associate Professor in 1915
and the rank of Full Professor in 1919.163 However, Hayes occasionally taught at other
universities throughout his long career, but he never became a permanent fixture of any
university except for Columbia University.
From 1910 to 1919, Hayes quickly developed a reputation for being one of the better
professors at Columbia University. His teaching style is similar to a combination of Robinson
and Shepherd. When asked what they liked about Hayes, former students said he was
interesting, satiric, sarcastic, dramatic, orderly, pointed, used a narrative style, and was
entertaining.164 Therefore it is evident that Hayes was emulating his mentors regarding his
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teaching style. Hayes’s classes had a tremendous draw to them, and in many regards, people
took the class even if they did not need the course.165 Hayes also won much recognition for his
teaching acumen in his early years of teaching. In 1912 and 1913, he was recognized as the best
teacher. Furthermore, 1913 was also the year he was given the superlative as hardest
professor.166
In addition to teaching duties, Hayes was also required to spend much of his time on
committees, working with organizations, and assisting the student body. That was one portion of
the professor’s job that Hayes found least appealing.167 Considering his skill and knowledge of
creating organizations and secret societies from his youth, Hayes particularly enjoyed working
with the fraternities on Columbia’s campus.168 Therefore Hayes spent much of his time
attending campus organizations, forming meetings, and participating in the various aspects of
student life. One such organization that Hayes participated in was the Committee on Student
Organizations, which he joined in 1910.169 In 1912 he joined the Committee on Instruction for
the College, but Hayes's involvement in the college did not stop there.170 That same year Hayes
replaced Beard as Faculty Representative of the Hall Council of the Residence Halls. 171
However, that is not all that Hayes did in addition to his teaching load. Hayes also helped coach
football, was the governor of the King’s Crown172, first-year debate team, general lectures on
essential topics, and installed and became president of the Columbia University chapter of Alpha
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Chi Rho.173 Then there were Hayes's engagements in departmental obligations, including
committees at Columbia, departmental committees, library committees, entrance examination,
extensive teaching, and supervision over promotions and appointments.174 Concerning his role
in the promotions and appointments committee, Hayes spent a great deal of his time reading the
works of potential faculty, an unnecessary task. Still, Hayes ensured he was versed in the
applicant's work.175 It was also from this position that Hayes was able to help his friend Parker
Thomas Moon acquire a position teaching history and then political science at Columbia
University.
With his presence in many organizations and committees, Hayes's goal was to innovate
and modify how classes were conducted and designed to free up time for him to participate in his
many responsibilities. For example, History A, which he took in his undergraduate days, and
every student after him had to take it at some point in their undergraduate career. The course
was structured by periods and epochs, which meant the students and the teachers would have to
memorize vast amounts of information, making it complicated for the student and more work for
the teaching faculty.176 Therefore, Hayes proposed that the courses be designed to follow the
model of New History and change the method by which the information was presented, and the
classes were arranged.177 First, the courses were divided into groups of 25-30 students.178 That
would have made for more personal interaction with the professor, creating a better learning
environment. Next, the student would meet with one teacher three times a week, freeing students
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up for more time to study or work on other courses.179 There was also the requirement that the
student meets with a professor every two weeks to practice recitations. The material was
presented with a timeline to help students understand the chronology of events.180 Students were
also required to study geography, less lecture and more informal discussions, discourage
cramming, and develop a sense of logic and a spirit of criticism.181 It was the opinion of Hayes
and colleagues that this would lead to a better learning experience for the students.
However, this innovation did not stop at how the classes were organized; it was designed
to streamline how the course was taught. Hayes felt that the focus of the course, specifically
History A, should not dwell too long on treaties or details of battles. Instead, Hayes and his
colleagues aimed to facilitate the students' understanding of how events are relevant or essential
to the “present world.”182 Furthermore, the single class of History A was broken down into three
separate courses to lessen the amount of material that had to be covered at one time. The course
was broken down into: “Ancient and Medieval history to 1500,” “Modern Europe from 1500,”
and “American history with European backgrounds from 1500.”183
From his work on modifying and changing History A, Hayes found many new and
exciting concepts pedagogically that could help educators facilitate a new era of historical
writing. He brought these ideas together in an article he wrote for the Educational Review. In
this article, Hayes argued that college should be considered an “advanced high school” in some
ways.184 He qualifies this statement by stating that a college history program should prepare
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students for professional work like every high school prepares the student for public life.185
Essentially, the college history course must “…prepare every collegian for taking an active and
intelligent interest in the affairs of life, in the rights and duties of his citizenship.”
Furthermore, pedagogically, Hayes gave three examples of what a teacher's goals should
be in executing their role. First, each historian should aim to impart the facts to their students.186
That can be achieved by using primary sources and a quality textbook. Next, the teacher must
help improve the student’s mental discipline.187 That can be done by teaching students proper
studying and writing practices to give them the skills to spend vast periods pursuing the truth.
Finally, Hayes stated that the teacher might be required to help students learn ethical values in
some situations.188 However, Hayes was slightly skeptical of teachers interfering with the ethical
qualities of a student and said that an understanding of philosophy and religion could help a
student form opinions for themselves.189
With all these duties and changing to the History A course, it was amazing that Hayes
had time for a personal and social life. However, from 1910 to 1919, Hayes blossomed once
again and started to experience a notable change or metamorphosis. During Hayes’s first decade
at Columbia as a teacher and not a student, Hayes became less reclusive. Most of that can be
tied to how he was forced to continually interact with others as part of his teaching and
committee requirements. There were also the physical changes that Hayes began to experience
during these years, he began to lose his hair (he was 37 by 1919), and Hayes began to gain
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weight (usually a thin guy, but now he finally began to fill out).190 Also, in 1915, Hayes moved
in with Parker Thomas Moon, a political science student at Columbia, and lived with Moon and
Moon’s mother.191 Moon’s mother would act as the housekeeper at the apartment, and she
would eventually help take care of Hayes’s mother when her health began to fail.192 Hayes, by
all accounts, was very close to Moon, and the two would spend the summers vacationing
together. That included Hayes taking Moon to his hometown of Afton, where they would canoe
the Susquehanna; Moon converted to Catholicism and would eventually help Hayes write his
first textbook, A Political and Social History of Modern Europe, in 1916.193
Writing A Political and Social History of Modern Europe took four years, starting in
1912. However, it was for this book that Hayes first received nationwide recognition. It
eventually became the most widely used textbook in modern European history for several
decades.194 One thing that makes this book so pivotal and influential was that before it, history
was taught so that it focused on purely “surface-level” information, focusing on topics such as
politics, military, and diplomatic components of history.195 Hayes felt that by focusing on these
features, past historians restricted the information learned to the menial recitation of dates and
military movements. Hayes proposed with this book that the social, economic, and cultural
components of history are critical and help to form the character and identity of the people. In
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many ways, this could be seen as a preface to Hayes’s work on nationalism because these
components of culture, identity, and economic factors eventually led to the birth of nationalism.
One significant component of this was Hayes’s belief that the French Revolution, which fought
for a country to have its own culture and identity, was the blueprint from which nationalism
grew. However, at the time of writing A Political and Social History of Modern Europe, Hayes
desired to expose the reader to history's social, economic, and cultural components.196
Work on the book started in earnest in 1912 and coincided with a critical family situation.
Hayes’s mother became physically incapacitated to the point of being nearly an invalid. For this,
Parker Thomas Moon’s mother would come over to the Hayes house during the summer and
help Hayes take care of his mother.197 During that time, Hayes and Moon began researching and
rewriting the book's manuscript.198 By 1916, Hayes had produced a manuscript he felt worthy of
publishing. In writing this two-volume textbook, Hayes wanted to accomplish many things to
make the textbook different from what had been produced in previous years. First, he wanted the
book to be written at a level that the textbook could be discernable from a high school textbook.
He wanted it written so there would be no question about the textbook's intention and
audience.199 Another significant facet of the textbook would be the length. He tried to include
as much information and detail as possible and still retain a degree of readability to the book.200
Lastly, Hayes wanted a specific unique focus placed on the 16th century as the origins of
“modern” society and how it was the period of the dawn of the bourgeoisie and all the many
ways that they affected the development of European society and, by extension, American

Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes:
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes:
198
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes:
199
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes:
200
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes:
196
197

Historian and Teacher,” 114.
Historian and Teacher,” 119.
Historian and Teacher,” 119.
Historian and Teacher,” 120.
Historian and Teacher,” 120.

62

society.201 This work was intriguing because it coincided with the changes and developments of
the 20th century. Hayes states in the book's preface that the text is intended to broaden students'
minds and give them something legitimate and inclusive regarding education and
understanding.202 He said that with wars stirring in various parts of Europe, the events discussed
in both the first and second volumes of the textbook make the events described more “interesting
or illuminating.”203
While writing these textbooks, Hayes contemplated the ramifications of nationalism at
the beginning of state and nation-building in the 18th and 19th centuries. Researching for the
book's concluding chapters forced him to research intensely into the “causes and events” of
World War I, which was in its second year by 1916.204 From this research, Hayes gained a great
interest in the causes of the war and how the concept of nationalism influenced it.205
Specifically, Hayes was interested in the ideology surrounding a “nation,” and what it was that
made a person willing to die for a country. Hayes saw that many of these belligerent nations saw
their cause as correct, but other nations saw it as incorrect. Hayes was beginning to question the
ideology of nationalism and what it was that made someone so willing to die for their country. It
would take Hayes several decades and many books before he came to his answer.
Furthermore, at this point, Hayes argued what he saw as the three components of evil,
Nationalism, Imperialism, and Militarism.206 Hayes saw these ideas as factors that led to World
War I, and he felt that their hostile ideologies led people to feel that they had the freedom to go
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to war out of the desire to secure territory that they must add to their own territory. Because of
these feelings, Hayes used his writings to speak out against the war. Hayes believed that one
could look at the past and see the “seeds of nationalism” planted throughout the 19th century.207
It was this discovery that Hayes would later discover the importance of the French Revolution
and the Industrial Revolution to the formation of nationalism. However, it was because of this
inspiration to understand that Hayes dedicated his life and career to defining nationalism and
understanding everything about the concept from this point forward.
While writing The Political and Social History of Modern Europe, Hayes made the final
jump from his youthful days of freely accepting the Republican perspective of most of his fellow
Aftonites. He began to vote and speak from a more liberal or Democratic slant. His experiences
teaching and relaying history to students had caused him to profess that “…history should be an
agency for encouraging social progress through democratic processes.”208 While a youth, Hayes
was more than satisfied to push for the Republican perspective, but his many experiences started
to change him into what Arthur Hughes calls a Christian Socialist.

209

Hughes references a work

by J. Salwyn Schapiro. In that work, Schapiro describes the Christian socialist as someone who
rejected laissez-faire economics, wanted trade unions, disliked class conflict, supported social
security laws, and desired the Church to be involved in economics and social justice.210 That
was evident from his voting practices in the 1910s. Hayes was not radical in his thoughts, but he
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was becoming highly outspoken about his views on concepts such as New History, social reform,
and international relations.211
From 1909 to 1919, Hayes slowly moved back and forth between these three concepts.
From 1909 to 1913, Hayes extensively examined and utilized the idea of New History in much of
his work. Hayes’s A Political and Social History of Modern Europe is, in many ways, the
embodiment of that concept. Beginning in 1913 and ending in 1917, Hayes would also spend
much of his free time trying to understand social reform. His book British Social Politics was a
book that examined many of the complicated aspects of social reform in British politics.212 This
book was also a transition between New History and social reform because it looked at many
primary sources on the British government to fix the social welfare issues of its citizens between
the years 1906 and 1911.213 In a very Robinsonian and Beardian way, this document followed
the New History emphasis on the importance of primary sources to understand historical events
properly. This book has no shortage of primary sources. It contains ninety-two readings divided
into ten chapters.214 Much of the sources are arranged so that they could be helpful for a topical
or chronological examination of the great debates of the British Parliament.215 One of the main
themes that can be garnered from the reading of this text is the concept of social politics. Hayes
defines social politics as “…the present-day development of political democracy and its
utilization for social purposes. Social equality is its goal.”216 In this way, Hayes pushed for
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many of the concepts of social reform that Roosevelt would put into action thirty years later with
his New Deal.
The third area that Hayes studied early in his career was the concept of internationalism,
this area of interest was influenced by the beginning of the “Great War” in 1914.217 With the
dawn of the war, Hayes was interested in trying to understand how other nations worked with
each other. Hayes realized that many countries involved in World War I were highly focused on
how the war affected them and was not entirely focused on how it affected other nations. As the
years continued, the concept of internationalism became a significant hallmark of Hayes’s
argument. Hayes argued that after the events of World War I, had the United States and other
nations been willing to work with Germany instead of isolating themselves from Germany,
World War II could have been avoided. Also, he was specifically interested in how the United
States of America interacted with other countries.218 He collaborated with several colleagues,
including Beard, to write for Political Science Quarterly to do something about his interest.219
The Political Science Quarterly was a semi-annual journal tasked with keeping a record of
global and domestic political events.220 From these writing duties, the authors of the articles in
the journal became acquainted with and discussed such topics as trust problems, labor relations,
race problems, elections, Congressional activities, Balkan Wars, Western Hemisphere relations,
international diplomacy, and national issues of other states.221 Therefore, Hayes and the other
authors were forced to read all they could in the newspapers and other sources about current
events.
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A sad truth, when war breaks out, historians get excited. Something new to analyze can
potentially create new avenues of investigation and study. Therefore, when the “Great War”
broke out, Hayes and other historians of that period were eager to get their chance to give their
views or participate in the event. Hayes personally was a supporter of non-intervention and
believed in the goals of the Allied forces. Still, Hayes was careful in his writings of that era,
trying to be as neutral and unbiased as possible.222 In December of 1914, Hayes published in
Political Science Quarterly an article called “The War of Nations.” That was one of Hayes’s
first publications concerning the events of World War I. In this article, Hayes offers a
bibliographic essay on the many sources published in the first few months of the beginning of the
war.223 One cannot help but notice Hayes's constant dedication to proper protocol and practice
as a historian. He was already collecting every shred of information he could obtain related to
the beginning of the war, and then he quickly published it for other historians and posterity.
However, it is not solely a bibliographic essay. In this article, Hayes also firmly attacks the
nationalism, imperialism, and militarism of the war and the nations involved.224 Hayes points
out that people can easily look at the past to understand current events.225 This statement is
profoundly tied to Hayes’s New History perspective, and this theme is strong throughout the
body of the article.
The first part of the article focuses on the origins of the concept of nationalism. Hayes
explains that nationalism is tied to the “old regime” during the French Revolution.226 For this
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point, Hayes reminds the reader that the French Revolution was a “…revolt of a self-conscious
people on behalf of their individual liberty and equality against the tyranny or inefficiency of
contemporaneous divine-right institutions.”227 Plainly, Hayes was stating that the French
Revolution was a revolt of a people that knew that they were revolting against an institution (the
King) that held a superiority deemed omnipotent on behalf of their desire to have liberty and
equality. Because of these feelings, people started to be motivated and desired the ability to
come together with similar languages and general customs. They felt that they should be
“…politically united as nations.”228
It was through this idea of a political entity that combined a group of people with similar
languages and customs that nationalism began to grow. Hayes explains that during the 19th
century, nationalism was combined with ideas of democracy, creating a unique balance between
patriotism and democracy.229 Suddenly, if a person did not hold a specific view about their
government, they were not to be associated with the nation and were not patriotic. This idea
quickly grew into the idea that if one disagrees with a nation as superior and better to the other,
Hayes argues that this led to events like World War I. That is because when a specific person or
country does not accept the national identity of a nation, the nation becomes “militaristic,” which
causes the government to become belligerent in trying to make its views known and
understood.230
Hayes then took this abstract and philosophical discussion and applied it to concrete
evidence in the context of World War I. He states that German militarism has endeavored to
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approve the idea that “…political institutions were not adaptable to German needs.”231 He
counters this statement by explaining that because there were no liberal institutions or
organizations in the government of Germany, this militarism was allowed to grow, and it grew
like a seed throughout the culture of the people.232 In an exciting twist, Hayes also blames some
degree of the problem on the academic and the historian. He argues that for centuries, historians
and intellectual people have attempted to write a unique history of a region or a people.233 Hayes
argued that because historians were obsessed with trying to give an account of different nations,
it became an accepted idea that unique nations existed. Therefore, gradually, it became part of
the people's thought process, so when the French Revolution occurred, they thought they should
have the right to create their nation with their laws and freedoms the way any “nation” should.234
That eventually perpetuated into the “Great War.” From this point forward, Hayes would
dedicate his future scholarship, writings, and lectures to the pursuit of defining the “…social
processes which produce nationalism” in a desire to understand why they happened and how to
stop them so peace persists.235 Hayes later argued that such controversial ideas as the saying of
the national anthem, the pledge of allegiance, and even the education system could be used to
self-perpetuate nationalistic ideology.
From this point forward, Hayes became utterly obsessed and invested in his mission to
understand nationalism. Immediately after his article “The War of Nations,” in 1915, Hayes
published an article in The New International Year Book, which summarized the events of 1914
concerning World War I. He wrote with such zeal and enthusiasm that his article was more than
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thirty-five double-columned pages.236 In this article, he examined the possible causes, major
military events, attempts at diplomacy, and much more.237 At this point, the expression “World
War I” was not used because they did not know there would be a Second World War in less than
thirty years. Many historians commonly accepted the phrase “The Great War.” However, Hayes
was adamant in attaching the phrase “War of the Nations” to the conflict because he saw it as
more a conflict between nations and not necessarily the whole world.238 In the following years,
1916 and 1917, Hayes would also write a year review article covering the changes and evolution
of the war and continue to try to answer the causes and philosophical motivations for the war.239
Hayes was very methodical and had a series of steps when approaching any topic ranging
from modern European history to nationalism. First, he would teach the subject.240 Next, he
would determine where to use the material, and he would often put the material on the road and
discuss or give talks at conferences.241 Next, he would keep up with the literature and often
write a review of the literature on the topic to keep his opinion known to the masses.242 Finally,
he would begin the process of writing a book on the subject as a physical manifestation of his
understanding and to share his views and experiences with the world.243 That was no different
from his endeavor to understand nationalism.
Shortly after the “The War of the Nations” article, Hayes started teaching nationalism in
his courses.244 That allowed him the opportunity to expose his students to the concept, have
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them help in determining specific questions associated with the problems of nationalism, and it
allowed him to focus his questions and his research further. His research discovered that very
little was written about nationalism, especially from a historical perspective. He was sure that
nationalism started with the French in 1792, and nationalism rose in conjunction with the rise of
armed democracies.245 Additionally, he was beginning to find supporting evidence to support his
idea that the Industrial Revolution was a major contributing factor to the infiltration of
nationalism into society.246 By 1916, Hayes had come to a rough definition of nationalism. He
stated in a review on the topic of nationalism and nationality in a book by J. Holland Rose that
nationalism “…started with the conception of nationality as a religious emotion.”247 In the rest
of the review, Hayes seemingly combines the concept of nationalism with the ritualistic views of
a Catholic to state that, just like any religion, nationalism also has aspects of theologies,
sacraments, creeds, devotional works, and even crusades.248 One can see that Hayes was already
forming his idea of nationalism as a religion.
The year 1917 was an exceptionally good year for Hayes. One of the first events that
occurred that year was that Hayes temporarily became the history department chair at Columbia.
Chair Dunning was going on leave for personal reasons, and the department needed someone to
fill in for him while he was gone. Initially, the department felt that Robinson would be an
excellent chair. He had the experience, and he was a senior professor. However, Robinson was
not too fond of the position and did not want to be the chair, but an overwhelming majority
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eventually chose him.249 However, ultimately, Robinson stepped down from the post, and Hayes
was given the position for six months until the end of the year.250
Early in 1917, Hayes published two articles in quick succession. The first article,
“Which War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose,” examined the average
American citizens' views on the war.251 In this article, Hayes states that most Americans were
less concerned with the cause of the war and were more interested in the financial ramifications
of the war.252 Furthermore, Hayes inferred that people were under the opinion that neither side
was doing anything that would adequately represent American interests in the scheme of world
position.253 Hayes counters this analysis of American perspectives with historical anecdotes.
First, he explains that the concept of neutrality has been challenging to comprehend over the
years. Hayes experienced this problem first hand when he served as an ambassador to Spain.
Spain had declared “non-belligerency,” which was even more ambiguous than the term
“neutrality.” This ambiguity caused much of the cautious behavior surrounding Spain in the
later years of the war. Until Spain officially declared neutrality, the people of the United States
never knew where Spain’s loyalty lay. Next, he points to the two leagues that held a status of
armed neutrality in 1780 and 1800, and then he also discussed international agreements
concerning neutrality in 1856 and 1900.254 Hayes then explains that in the current “Great War,”
nations such as Britain and Germany were violating or making infractions into a nation’s pleas
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for neutrality.255 Finally, Hayes concludes that neutrality legislation and regulations must be
definite because arbitrarily taking a form of neutrality can further lead to the loss of more
lives.256
As a supporter of Woodrow Wilson’s “League of Nations,” Hayes points out in “Which
War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose?” that such an entity would be
paramount in keeping a future of solidarity and peace in the world.257 For example, during
World War I, Germany was using submarine warfare and constantly damaging cargo and
passenger ships. However, President Wilson repeatedly told the German government to cease
these actions because America was maintaining neutrality. In this article, Hayes addresses this
situation by explaining that while it is a moral action by Wilson to tout the claim of objectivity,
the submarine attacks will most likely continue.258 For this reason, Hayes felt that entry into the
Great War was inevitable.259
In March 1917, Hayes published an article, this one entitled, “The Peace of Nations.”
This article also supported Wilson’s ideas of neutrality and peace.260 This article examines what
must be done to maintain world peace in the modern world climate.261 To achieve such world

255
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “Which War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose?” The Survey
XXXVII, (February 3, 1917); Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 146.
256
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “Which War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose?” The Survey
XXXVII, (February 3, 1917); Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 146.
257
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “Which War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose?” The Survey
XXXVII, (February 3, 1917); Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 147.
258
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “Which War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose?” The Survey
XXXVII, (February 3, 1917); Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 147.
259
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “Which War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose?” The Survey
XXXVII, (February 3, 1917); Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 148.
260
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “The Peace of Nations,” Columbia University Quarterly XIX (March 1917);
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 149.
261
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “The Peace of Nations,” Columbia University Quarterly XIX (March 1917);
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Historian and Teacher,” 149.

73

peace, Hayes proposed the concept of responsible nationalism.262 That means instead of
portraying one nation as superior to the other, view each country as holding its merit and worth.
That way, if each government has its national patriotism but also respects other nations and does
not try to profess one nation's superiority to another, a degree of peace can be obtained. Also,
Hayes suggests the improvement of international trade.263 That is primarily linked to the first
suggestion but is applied in a more economic sense. If trade is fair, and no nation tries to cheat
one another, trade can be honest, and peace can be maintained. Furthermore, Hayes suggests
that there should be a reduction of naval armament.264 If people are afraid of repercussions or a
violent reaction in trade, there is a better chance of aggressive action. That is why Hayes
suggested the reduction of armaments. Finally, and tied to his February article, the concept of
neutrality must be respected.265 In the article's conclusion, Hayes states that he would love such
a situation to exist, but he highly doubted that any such peace would ever exist.266
Also, in 1917, Hayes published the article “The History of German Socialism
Reconsidered.” This well-researched article was particularly timely in its publication,
considering the political climate of 1917. The article most assuredly had assistance being
published because Robinson was on the Board of Editors of the American Historical Review.267
This article used the New History approach to examine the development and evolution of the
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Social Democratic movement.268 Hayes expresses in the opening paragraphs of the article that
he intended to “…reconsider the history of the German Social Democratic movement in a new
light, in the light of the present world conflagration, and to present certain facts which…may
afford an illuminating commentary on the gradual elimination of the tactics and policies
that…made German Social Democracy feared and hated and thoroughly disreputable.”269 Hayes
explains that the origins of German Social Democracy are rooted in Lassalle’s “Open Reply
Letter” and not the “Communist Manifesto.”270 Hayes continues by explaining that this letter
made the widespread conviction of the people into a dogma or something of an almost religious
fervor that made force and violence essentially obsolete.271 This idea was intensified by the idea
that the state was a “…external, unchanging concept, an end in itself.”272 Hayes explains that in
Lasalle’s writings, he pushed for the exclusion of nations like Austria and only under the military
strength of Prussia.273 These ideas of exclusion and military superiority speak of Hayes
developing ideas of nationalism. Hayes’s views on nationalism will be explained in greater
detail much later. Still, it is sufficient here to say that Hayes defined nationalism as the view that
one nation is superior to another because of its social and cultural perspectives.
Therefore, what Hayes is pointing out here is that Lassalle was pushing not only
socialism but getting the people of what became Germany to see things from a nationalist
perspective. In the conclusion of the article, Hayes gives his desire that Germany will eventually
become a republican state.274 Furthermore, the report claims that Germany in 1917 is using what
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it calls Social Democracy as nothing more than a cover for the truth. That was that Germany
was controlled by military despotism.275 Furthermore, it can be gained from an examination of
the article that Hayes felt that had the Lassalle Plan worked, things could have worked out better
for Germany instead of the terrible situation it faced in 1917.276 Hayes felt this was true because
he saw that if Lassalle’s plan had succeeded, Germany would have been unified under Prussian
hegemony, the working classes would have received the right to vote, and the creation of
cooperatives through a vote.277
Hayes was a massive supporter of political democracy, responsible nationalism, and
moderate socialist reform. Still, he felt that when Social Democracy was allowed to stay in
Germany, it allowed the propagation of dangerous ideology.278 Hayes felt that keeping socialism
around until 1917 made it more difficult for a nation such as Germany to honestly create a
democratic government with self-government that respects the rights of the people.279 In many
ways, Hayes’s work in this article mirrored his work in British Social Politics because he saw
that “…widespread social reform on a national level, brought about by democratic processes,
was the most desirable way to mitigate the evils of the industrial system.”280 It is evident from
Hayes’s authentic devotion to ending domestic injustice caused by the industrial system was a
real passion.281 However, World War I hindered his ability to get the traction he desired in
achieving his goals, and also, his assistance in the war caused him to focus more on the causes of
war and how to end war ultimately.282
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In 1918, Hayes decided to do his part in the war. Hayes served as a Captain in the U.S.
Army in the Office of Military Intelligence of the General Staff (September 1918 until March
1919).283 From all accounts, Hayes did not see actual military combat; instead, he worked as an
Intelligence officer. In this position, Hayes was tasked with reading newspapers, journals, and
reports and was told to drain every source of anything and everything that could be used to help
the U.S. Army.284 Hayes’s profession as a professor of history, his knowledge of European
history, and his knowledge of current events helped him perform his duties while in the army. 285
Carlton J. H. Hayes was a man like any other. By thirty-seven, he had published a
significant textbook, a couple of books, and several articles. By 1919 he was promoted to Full
Professor and had many students genuinely excited to be in his class. He had the support and
admiration of several colleagues and peers. He had the prestigious professors Charles A. Beard,
James Harvey Robinson, and William R. Shepherd to thank for his success. Shepherd revealed
to Hayes the subject of history as an avenue from which Hayes could genuinely succeed. 286
Robinson gave Hayes the tools that helped him understand the possibilities of becoming a
historian.287 Finally, Beard put all the pieces together and revealed to Hayes what it all means.288
Hayes still had his beloved hometown of Afton, his parents now getting up in age, and his
many local friends. During the first thirty-seven years of his life, Hayes took every opportunity
to visit Afton, his family, and his friends. Even with his busy work schedule, that did not stop
him from vacationing in Afton, enjoying the beauty of its forests and the majestic Susquehanna
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River. What drew Hayes to Afton was the fact that to the locals, he was just another country boy
from Afton. However, he was anything but simple. He had visited Europe with Stanley
Crandell and Crandell’s mother. In addition, he had momentarily been a chair of the history
department at Columbia University and helped completely change how the history courses were
taught at Columbia.
However, the most significant aspect of Hayes’s early years is that he became his own
man by 1919, and he had found his primary focus for all of his future research. Aftonites were
known for their conservative Republican viewpoints. However, over the years, Hayes changed
from an accepting boy who would happily wear a Republican cap if it would make his father
happy. Then, several years later, Hayes proudly voted for Woodrow Wilson in the 1916
presidential election, a noted Democrat. This change in perspective came about by his moving
away from home, going to a more cosmopolitan location such as New York City, and being
exposed to some of the most liberal and semi-radical professors.
Then there is Hayes’s change from Protestantism to Catholicism. Once again, this
change is related to location but also Hayes’s desires for a more ritualistic and structured
religious experience, compared to the feelings and emotionalism of the Protestant church. Hayes
struggled with this change, evident from his decade-long relationship with Reverand Hughes.
He tried to satisfy his father by becoming a Mason, like his father, but even this was too easy and
did not spiritually fulfill his desires. However, once Hayes was a student at Columbia and
started to attend Catholic masses and talk to other Catholics, Hayes had heard enough. On his
21st birthday, he converted to Catholicism. While Hayes did not see it in 1919, in twenty-three
short years, another war would call him to play a significant role in world events, and his
Catholic faith would play an essential role in his overall success. His Catholic faith allowed him
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to appeal to the religious character of the people and seem less antagonistic to the nationalistic
Spaniards, who were cautious about the intentions of the American government.
It was also the discovery of nationalism that gave Hayes a real focus for his future career.
While Hayes was interested in the idea of New History, social welfare, and internationalism,
World War I placed his emphasis on the concept of nationalism. Being a Catholic and somewhat
pacifist in nature, the idea of war repulsed him, and he set it to be his mission to find the cause of
war and a way to end it for good. From his initial research, he discovered that the 18th and 19th
centuries were the origins of nationalism. It was propagated by political ideology and
philosophical indoctrination that caused society to feel that it is natural to have one nation be
superior to another. While Hayes had not fully come to an understanding, Hayes, by 1919, had
started to formulate the idea that after the Enlightenment period, when religion was replaced by
scientific and secular thought, nationalism replaced the religious, and before long, nationalism
began to grow like a seed.
It is often forgotten that Hayes also was a supporter of innovation pedagogically. Hayes
utilized his position on multiple committees and organizations, his relations with students, and
his unique personality to change courses on Columbia’s campus. That included shrinking class
sizes and more interaction between students and professors in an informal environment, which
benefited the student and the professor. It allowed the professors to have more time to do their
research, and it allowed the student to have more freedom to spend time as they saw fit.
However, perhaps the most significant indicator of this in the first thirty-seven years of his life
was Hayes’s publication of the textbook, A Political and Social History of Modern Europe,
Volumes 1 and 2. It was this textbook that initially gave him national recognition. This series
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became the standard textbook for college history courses for decades and was continuously
updated and changed throughout Hayes’s life.
1882 to 1919 were the years in which Hayes learned who he was as a man and found his
focus. However, Hayes had much more ahead of him. In the next period of his life, his golden
age of research and scholarship, Hayes becomes a husband and a father. During the next period,
Hayes would discover what it means to lose his parents. During this time, Hayes delves deeper
into the minute aspects of nationalism, religion and how they are related. He takes a trip to
France to learn about how they view nationalism. Hayes becomes the owner of a farm and a
prestigious historian, and in 1942, Hayes is called on to take on the monumental task of keeping
a Nationalist Spain out of World War II.
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Chapter 3:
The Golden Age of Hayes:
Catholicism, Nationalism, and War
1920-1939
By 1919, 37-year-old Carlton J. H. Hayes had positioned himself to have an excellent
career as a historian and professor. He had risen from a simple life in Afton, New York, to the
prestigious post of Full Professor at Columbia University. At this point in his career, Hayes had
published three books and a smattering of articles and had given many lectures to eager students
on modern Europe for over a decade. However, Hayes’s career was just starting. The years
1920 to 1939 can, in many ways, be seen as the Golden Age of Hayes. During this time, Hayes
would keep an exhausting publishing and teaching schedule. By the time Hayes temporarily
leaves his post at Columbia University to assume the position of ambassador, Hayes will have
published an additional seven books and several articles. During this period, Hayes continued to
work and form various organizations, such as the American Catholic Historical Association and
the National Association of Christians and Jews.
Moreover, during this period, Hayes continued to explore the concept of nationalism with
an eager desire to learn more. This desire to understand nationalism was also supported and
coincided with Hayes’s increased discussion of Catholicism and his motivation to fight to
improve the image of Catholicism in an increasingly more secular world. During this period,
Hayes was forced to experience major world events ranging from the Spanish Civil War to the
beginning of World War II, often becoming highly outspoken about the political, social, and
82

economic ramifications of involvement in the events. Hayes was also forced to experience the
loss of his parents. Similar to how Hayes’s early life perfectly prepared him for a career as a
historian, this Golden Age of Hayes prepared him mentally, religiously, and philosophically for
the role of ambassador. It will be seen that during this period of Hayes’s life, Hayes spent a
great deal of time and effort researching the intricacies of nationalism. During this time, much of
his understanding of nationalism is developed into a theory. During this period, Hayes also
demonstrates his devotion to the Catholic faith. That will come to fruition through the creation
of various philanthropic and religion-based organizations focusing on peaceful inter-faith
relations. During this “golden age,” Hayes became more outspoken and aggressive toward the
horrors of nationalism and the repercussions of letting such ideology grow within a nation.
After World War I, Hayes resumed the familiar role of a historian and professor at
Columbia University. In those months following his return to duties at Columbia, sometime
after March 1919, he met the woman who would eventually be his wife. Mary Evelyn Carroll
was a graduate student in the Teacher’s College at Columbia University.1 Carroll had requested
Hayes to speak at a fundraiser for the Newman Club to raise money for war relief efforts.2 The
fundraiser was an overwhelming success, with $1100 raised to assist recovery.3 By all accounts,
Carlton J. H. Hayes and Mary Evelyn Carroll immediately bonded over their mutual Catholic
faith and love of teaching.4 Unlike Hayes, Mary Evelyn Carroll was raised a Catholic, and as
will be discussed later, her devout status helped to increase Hayes’s devotion to the Catholic
faith. Available sources on their “courtship” are non-existent, but eighteen months elapsed
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between Hayes’s return to Columbia and their marriage on September 18, 1920.5 The ceremony
was conducted at St. Paul’s Church in Oswego, New York, and was presided over by Reverend
Timothy F. Howard.6 At the wedding were Carlton and Mary and two witnesses, Parker Thomas
Moon and John E. Carroll.7 After marriage, Mrs. Mary Evelyn Hayes was to move into
Carlton’s apartment at 508 West 114th Street in New York City.8 Yet, at the time of his marriage,
Carlton J. H. Hayes lived there with his friend Parker Thomas Moon. Therefore, Parker Thomas
Moon had to move out of the apartment so Mrs. Hayes could move into the residence.9
However, Hayes and his new bride eventually moved to 427 West 117th Street to a house valued
at $50,000.10 The house was a four-story townhouse conveniently located close to Columbia
University.11 As is typical after marriage in the early twentieth century, Carlton and Mary
Evelyn would have tried to have children. Still, by all accounts, they must have had difficulty
having children. Therefore, they found other options. Three years after their marriage (1923),
Carlton J. H. Hayes and Mary Evelyn adopted Mary Elizabeth Hayes at birth.12 Two years later
(1925), Carlton and Mary Evelyn adopted a son named Carrol Joseph Hayes.13
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After getting married, Hayes immediately made changes in his life. First, he left the
Masonic Order in December 1920. This move seemed logical since the Masonic Order and
Catholicism often competed ideologically and theologically.14 However, Hayes leaving the
Masonic order, P.A. Hayes was deeply saddened by this and would live the rest of his life upset
about Carlton’s leaving the Masonic order.15 Another major event in Hayes’s life was in 1922
Hayes’s mother, Permelia Hayes died. Permelia Hayes’s health had been deteriorating since
Hayes started working on A Political and Social History of Modern Europe with Parker Thomas
Moon. While sources do not say what happened, Permelia became an invalid and needed
constant assistance. Therefore, when she died, it gave Dr. P.A. Hayes a degree of relief from the
stress of caring for his wife.
However, despite his mother’s death, Hayes did receive good news in 1922. He was
given the position of chair for a year.16 Additionally, Hayes was notified that in the following
year (1923), executive officers were to be elected for three-year terms. There was going to be a
committee called the Executive Committee, and on this committee, Full and Associate professors
were going to control the budget, promotion, and curriculum matters.17 Therefore, in addition to
the power he had from his association with various organizations and committees on campus, he
was now going to be even more entrenched in the college’s decision-making process. That
allowed him to be further instrumental in the hiring process and helped him continue rebuilding
the history department staff.18 For example, Hayes was able to secure a position for his friend
and former roommate, Parker Thomas Moon. Hayes worked to distribute the levels of new
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faculty evenly. Creating a mix of old and new faculty, and he loved helping his younger
colleagues succeed.
While Hayes was involved in his job at Columbia, he also had a busy publishing period
between 1920 and 1939. Many of Hayes’s writings broke down into the categories of
theological, philosophical, and commentary on world events. How he wrote about and reacted to
these events affected his evolution over the next nineteen years. The first area was Hayes’s
decision to be more honest about his Catholic faith. Hayes started to become more outspoken in
his beliefs on how Catholics should be treated and how Catholics should behave. He began to
join various Catholic organizations and even held positions in many. For example, he joined
Peter Guilday of Catholic University and more than 65 other historians to create the American
Catholic Historical Association.19 The stated purpose of this association was to encourage
Catholics “…to become more attentive to political, cultural, and educational life.”20 This
organization was critical to Hayes, and he served as Secretary for the first year it was established
and retained a lifetime membership.21 It was Hayes’s impression that Catholics did not involve
themselves enough in world events, and he encouraged Catholics to “…study and read,
becoming aware of the social, racial, and moral problems confronting the United States….”22 In
an article, “A Call for Intellectual Leaders,” Hayes explained that now was the time for the
Catholics to step forward because a period of acceptance was coming.23 Yet, Catholicism was a
complex topic because much of the early 20th century experienced skepticism surrounding the
Catholic perspective. This skepticism of his religious faith made many people cautious about
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giving Hayes praise because doing so could be seen as pro-Fascist and pro-Franco. This
skepticism of Catholicism was something that Hayes faced throughout his life, including during
his ambassadorship.
The early 20th century, specifically the 1920s, was a challenging period for Catholics.
Based upon decades of resentment of the Catholic Church and anti-Catholic sentiments
throughout the formation of the United States, many people were cautious of the Catholics.
They felt that they did not represent the American dream. That caused a great prejudice and
hatred of Catholicism. Yet, Hayes thought that the only way for Catholics to gain acceptance
was to become educated and acquire a level of excellence that was simply impossible.24 That is
not to say that he did not think Catholics were uneducated and ignorant. Still, he felt they were
holding back their full potential because they feared discrimination if they expressed their
opinion. To help Catholics improve their status, Hayes created a magazine with the Culvert
association geared toward educating Catholics on current events.25 Through reading
Commonweal, the hope was that Catholics would come to understand literature, culture, and
politics better.26 It was also hoped that with a strong understanding of current events, fellow
Catholics would be more willing to participate in current events and debates.
In many ways, Commonweal was Political Science Quarterly from a Catholic
perspective. Commonweal focused on “…intolerance, birth control, social justice, poetry, and
reviews of plays and books.”27 As a co-creator of the magazine, Hayes was able to publish many
articles in this magazine. One of the first articles he published in Commonweal was “Obligations
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to America.” Over three separate but linked articles, Hayes wanted to impress the readers that
America was an extension of Catholicism and that all Catholics must become involved in society
and make their name heard.28 To do this, part II, “Civic Duties of Catholics,” encourages
Catholics to join organizations, vote, pay taxes, and improve Catholic schools.29 Hayes’s
argument here is that by becoming involved with society, Catholicism will become more
accepted.30 In part three, “A Turning Point in History,” Hayes discusses a more philosophical
concept. This article combines Hayes’s new interest in pushing for the improvement of the
station of the Catholic and the idea of nationalism.31 Here, Hayes argues that not just Catholics,
but all Americans, should not confuse the concept of patriotism with nationalism.32 Here Hayes
proceeds to explain the differences between nationalism and patriotism. Hayes explains that
nationalism is “…a vainglorious assumption that one’s nation is superior to all other nations and
entitled to pursue its selfish ends without any regard to other's welfare.” Moreover, Hayes claims
that this idea has come into being because of the lessening of the authority of Christianity in
“…men’s minds and hearts.”33 With this series of articles, Hayes made his Catholic faith known
and encouraged others to become more understanding of the Catholic faith. He also encouraged
his fellow Catholics to become more involved.
In the nineteen years following his marriage, Hayes published exhaustively on theories of
nationalism and pedagogy. Hayes felt that both concepts were tied together, and he discussed
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both in many of his articles and books. However, in the 1920s, pedagogy was a significant issue,
with issues such as the Scopes Monkey Trial in 1925. In addition, the 1920s saw a surge of
initiatives at all levels of government to try to censor what textbooks could say and how it was
told.34
Considering the subject of history, many historians were angry at the government for
stating that American and European history should be regarded as separate “histories” and
should not be linked in any way. This statement clashed harshly with historians of the twentieth
century, like Hayes, who felt that America is the direct result of European history; therefore, both
histories should be taught in conjunction.35 Hayes attributed this to the recent development of a
fear of anything British or European. That is a direct result of the terrible actions of World War I
and the desire to stay out of international affairs. Also, it was apparent that American society
was becoming nationalistic like other nations in the 1920s.36 Pushing the argument further,
Hayes also claimed that those individuals who saw international relations as necessary were
stationed in the academic setting. Furthermore, the more nationalistic individuals were located in
positions of political power.37 From this point, Hayes was pushing that professors, teachers,
universities, and school systems should teach the students the truth and keep the government out
of the classroom.38
After World War I, Hayes began to focus much of his scholarship on nationalism. The
government's actions in trying to control what was taught, and his statements on how this
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nationalistic behavior was damaging proper pedagogy, motivated Hayes to write extensively on
nationalism. Hayes first spoke extensively on nationalism in his 1920 book A Brief History of
the Great War. This book looked at how such ideas as “patriotic exclusiveness, imperialism, and
international friction over trade…” played a significant role in the rise of the anarchy that caused
World War I.39 It was Hayes’s opinion that the ostracizing power of patriotic exclusiveness
caused a nation to see itself as superior and that other countries did not have rights. These ideas
divide nations and give one nation the view that they have the right to come into a nation and try
to take over it through imperial actions. Furthermore, the idea that trade should be conducted
between “worthy” countries caused further rifts between nations, and all of these ideas came
together to push the Great War.
Furthermore, this claim was supported two years later in a chapter entitled “Medieval
Diplomacy” in the book The History and Nature of International Relations written by Edmund
A. Walsh, where Hayes blamed Protestantism for the anarchy that caused the Great War. Hayes
argued that the Protestant Reformation of the 1500s caused the weakening of the power of
Christian Europe and caused nationalism, imperialism, and “immoral diplomacy” to take hold. 40
Moreover, Hayes attacks Protestantism and says that Protestantism is the religious component of
nationalism, and it facilitated the attack on Catholicism. It eventually gained acceptance as a
growth strategy from other nations and “…assumed everywhere a national form.”41 According
to Hayes’s argument, this mirrors the formation of the United States. Individuals who moved
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into the North American continent formed their own communities. These communities quickly
began developing a culture unique to them. As the settlements became colonies, religions,
dialects, and governments became unique and diverse. Yet, religiously, the main constant was
that an overwhelming majority of the belief systems of the colonies were Protestant. Suddenly,
that Protestant value system became linked to the nationalistic character for many in the United
States.
In February 1923, Carlton J. H. Hayes and Parker Thomas Moon teamed up again and
published the book Modern History. In this book, Hayes and Moon set out to write a readable
textbook for students of the high school level, and its focus was to educate them on the more
delicate intricacies of modern European history.42 In the “Preface,” Hayes explains that most of
the book was written post-World War I and that both Hayes and Moon wanted to write a high
school book.43 Hayes explains that because of World War I, Hayes and Moon wanted to tell a
“new story” of the last four hundred years of European history, end with the current situation in
Europe, and write about a “New Europe.”44 The phrase “new story” is quite curious. Hayes and
Moon tried to “…make this book thoroughly representative of the latest results of historical
research and scholarship.”45 The textbook is organized topically, with occasional images of
significant figures and maps to help the student understand the more delicate intricacies of
military movements.46 While initially a success, the book would come back within the next five
years and become a major controversy.
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Then, during the summer of 1923, Hayes spent the summer at the University of
California as a guest professor. While he was in California, on July 3, 1923, he attended a
National Council for the Social Studies meeting. There Hayes gave an address, “Nationalism
and the Social Studies,” and in this talk, Hayes blamed schools, the armed forces, and the media
for the indoctrination of the masses into believing that nationalism was good.47 In this article,
Hayes first proposed his concept of “world citizenship,” where he argued that all people are
citizens, not only of a specific country or nation but all citizens of the world.48 In this way, it is
apparent that Hayes was inspired by the ideology of Woodrow Wilson for a League of Nations to
come together to solve the world’s problems. Hayes goes on to explain that because of the way
the Industrial Revolution brought everyone together on a more global scale, it should be vital for
all nations to work together to facilitate economic equality.49 Hayes argues that it should be up
to the world’s religious communities, Christians, Jews, Muslims, etc., to unite and “promote
brotherhood.”50 That statement was particularly abrasive to the more prejudice individuals of the
1920s. That is because Catholics were being treated with hatred, and the Jewish communities
were bombarded with intense anti-Semitism. To push this brotherhood between all religions was
radical for the time. Hayes even says that the sciences can be drafted to help explain the mutual
origins and typical simplicity of life to help bring people together.51
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Hayes was obsessed with nationalism, religion, and their links. However, by the mid1920, he had also worked out that there are positive and negative aspects of nationalism, and he
pointed out that one form can lead to another. Hayes argued that there is the feeling of
patriotism, and then there is the counter, that of nationalism.52 Hayes explained that patriotism is
a primitive, nostalgic feeling of origins and roots. Hayes states that this feeling is “…peculiarly
ennobling and [a] natural expression of man’s primitive sentiments of loyalty.”53 Additionally,
Hayes argues that while patriotism is perfectly natural, nationalism is a more self-focused and
boastful form and often leads to the self-centered expression of the authority of one nation over
another.54 Considering Hayes mentions this definition of nationalism and its pursuit of
domination over other countries so often, it is evident that this was one facet of the idea central
to his views on nationalism. Hayes was trying to convey to readers that once a nation goes from
humble with a simple desire to improve their country to a violent opinion of superiority, this
transformation causes wars.
In 1926, Hayes published a highly influential book on nationalism in a series of essays,
each related to a specific component of nationalism. In Essays on Nationalism, Hayes speaks
about nationalism with authority because he had gone beyond simply stating what he thought
about nationalism to giving several in-depth explanations of nationalism. One of the first points
Hayes makes is that nationalism is a highly complex concept composed of at least four different
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aspects.55 The first component of nationalism is the historical process of the evolution of
nationality into a politically unified unit.56 The second is the process by which nationality is
formed.57 The third and fourth are tied to a specific location, becoming politically active and
retaining a certain degree of emotional attachment to the State.58 From this list, Hayes was
differentiating the nation from nationality. To Hayes, nationality was defined as “…any group of
persons who speak a common language, who cherish common historical traditions, and who
constitute or think they constitute, a distinct cultural society in which…religion and politics…”
are valued.59 Second, Hayes once again counters the definition of nationalism with patriotism.
In this situation, he defined patriotism as an emotional attachment to one’s birthplace and, by
extension, one’s nation.60 Furthermore, he stated that with passion and fondness for one’s state
or nation comes nationalist or nationalistic tendencies.
Moreover, Hayes took these definitions and attempted to use them to determine the
significant historical events that led to the decline of Christendom and the rise of nationalism.
From this, Hayes comes to three major factors as the causes of the evolution of nationalism in
Europe and, eventually, the Americas. These factors include the French Revolution, the
Industrial Revolution, and the philosophy of Romanticism.61 To Hayes, the French Revolution
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was a primary culprit because it decreased the Church's strength over France and caused the end
of the secular state.62 Furthermore, because of the printing press, the word circulated quicker
within French society; thus, nationalistic propaganda was supported, and the indoctrination of
students taught that France was above everything.63 Hayes also points out that the allure of
democracy invigorated the Revolution, and it was this linked with “nationalistic feeling”
perpetuated nationalism to take root within Europe.64
Next, Hayes posited that the Industrial Revolution aided nationalism.65 The Industrial
Revolution helped nationalism by making the world bigger and destroying obstacles to trade.66
That facilitated the improvement of communication channels with the invention of the railroads,
telegrams, and overall improvements in communication.67 Furthermore, Hayes pointed out that
Romanticism's philosophy helped people become nostalgic about their homes and origins. 68
They were focusing on folk traditions and trying to incentivize the past as a measuring stick to
where people could go in the future. That was publishing and advertising the importance of
remembering native languages, remembering folk songs, and remembrance of shared histories.
It was through these actions that nationalism took root.
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However, it was the most critical chapter in the book that gained Hayes the most
attention. “Nationalism as a Religion” was simply a chapter that argued that secular thought
succeeded religious thought because of the above explanations.69 One of the central questions of
this chapter, Hayes asks, “Why are millions ready and willing to lay down their lives for
nationalism?”70 Hayes follows this question up with the statement, "[t]here must be something
more than a philosophy, something more than a doctrine and historical process….”71 In this
chapter, Hayes explains that nationalism “…fulfills the basic urge to worship something
superior. It provides the believer with a supreme being (the state), a Creed, a pantheon of Saints
and minor deities, a liturgy, houses of worship, and holy places.”72 When one examines this, it is
plain to see the connections Hayes made to this conclusion. The first statement is that
nationalism is an attempt to worship something superior. The Enlightenment ideology showed
that God was a non-omnipotent entity, forcing people to seek something else that was allencompassing. For this, the state or nation was the best choice. With nationalism, the people
could have a common belief, a common language, and common laws, and everything would
support the nation. When one considers the Creed from a nationalistic perspective, one cannot
help but see the national anthem or other various ritualistic statements that would bind the
general culture of the people together. Furthermore, when one looks at liturgies and other
comparisons, it is not hard to distinguish how these concepts have a secular avatar compared to
their religious version. It is also worth noting that while Protestantism has houses of worship
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and creeds, most of these comparisons are based on a Catholic understanding of religion.
Therefore, Hayes’s Catholic faith affected how he came to this understanding.
Furthermore, Hayes mentions how nationalism influenced the intolerance that brought
about the First World War. From his research, Hayes found that nationalism affects intolerance
in four ways. First, nationalism promoted hostility between those who are “nationally minded”
and organized religion.73 These actions then led to feelings of pessimism toward social and
economic suggestions from foreign sources.74 That eventually led to the heightening of “racial
disagreements,” which led to the inevitable hatred of minorities.75 These ideas grew, and
ultimately, during World War II, Hitler took these feelings to an entirely different level. He
would weaponize these ideas and use them to help him gain popularity within German society.
In the book's concluding pages, Hayes argues that there is only one way to use
nationalism, which is to use it for humanitarian reasons.76 Here Hayes explained that
humanitarianism moves away from nationalistic strength, reduces the “savage narrowness which
leads to chaos,” and causes people to promote internationalism.77 Furthermore, this cooperation
between nations would allow one country to learn to respect the unique culture of another nation,
understand them for who they are, retain a level of respect, and still maintain a fair and
understanding relationship with them. By seeing them as worthy, Hayes pointed out that it
makes it hard to see the other nation as inferior or “other.” Throughout his ambassadorship,
Hayes tried to get people to see these ideas and the importance of internationalism. As will be
seen, Hayes networked as much as possible to gain assistance with getting Spain and other
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countries to see the benefits of Spain being neutral instead of on the side of the Axis. This
initiative of networking and internationalism can also be attributed to his former role as a
professor and historian. As a historian, Hayes was comfortable going to conferences and
“talking shop” with individuals about the latest changes in scholarship. This networking as an
ambassador worked around the same principles. Instead, it was discussing how best to keep
Spain neutral and at peace.
After the book was published, it created a firestorm of commentary. There were just as
many negative reviews as there were positive reviews. Regarding negative commentary, the
reviewers did not hold anything back. Simeon Strunsky of the New York Times called it a “fine
scrap.”78 However, the comments get worse. In an article written by Frederick Boyd Stevenson,
Stevenson compares Hayes to a frail old man who told people to pull down the American flag,
kill the bald eagle, and decapitate the Statue of Liberty.79 Stevenson does not stop there; he
compares Essays on Nationalism to Communist propaganda.80 Stevenson had a significant issue
with what Hayes said regarding religion and patriotism. Stevenson felt that patriotism and
nationalism were more connected than Hayes argued.81 Stevenson also thought that it was
incorrect to compare the love of one’s country to religion when they were two separate things,
according to Stevenson.82 However, not all reviews were as aggressive. In another review, the
author still felt that the book was “iconoclastic” and that centuries ago, it would have had Hayes
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burned at the stake.83 However, the reviews were not solely negative. In the New York Herald
Tribune, Harlod J. Laski praised Hayes’s “detachment” and “straight-forward style.”84 Hayes
rightly saw that this book was warning the academic and public that if specific changes are not
made soon, "…the outlook for the future is grim indeed.”85 It was obvious that Essays on
Nationalism made a significant impression on the academic world. With this book, Hayes placed
himself as the primary historian studying nationalism.
Coming off his work on Essays on Nationalism, Hayes took it upon himself to start a new
project that he playfully called his “French Project.” From January 1927 to the summer of 1927,
Hayes left Columbia to pursue research on France.86 Specifically, Hayes was interested in
understanding the ability of the French educational system to incorporate the theory of
nationalism into young minds.87 In this project which later came to be titled France: A Nation
of Patriots, he found evidence of what he had already expected. He discovered that many of the
subjects taught in French schools, language, history, literature, geography, music, etc., were
specifically tailored to “…render all Frenchmen patriot as well as literate.”88 Hayes concluded
that by using the school systems to create a narrative for young students that supports
nationalistic ideology, a government could maintain bad nationalism.89 However, from this
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project, Hayes also concluded that fighting this form of nationalism required developing a
pedagogical practice dominated by liberal and humanitarian nationalists.90
That July, Hayes published an article in The American Historical Review entitled
“Contributions of Herder to the Doctrine of Nationalism.” This article examined the philosopher
and historian Johann Gottfried von Herder and his contributions to understanding nationalism.
From his research, Hayes pointed out that Herder had two definitions of nationalism. The first
form of nationalism is simply the process of transforming simple villages, provinces, and towns
into national states.91 Hayes explains Herder’s other definition relates to the “…intensification
of national feeling and consciousness….”92 From these statements, Hayes explains that Herder
believed that people were the basic units of the nation.93 At this point, Hayes elaborates on these
ideas and explains that the speculation of the possibility of forming a government, combined
with popular sovereignty, forms the philosophical concept of nationalism.94 Hayes explains that
Herder saw the world around him as a collection of nations of different sizes.95 However, when
Herder thought of these collections of countries, it was not limited to geographic components but
linguistic and cultural elements of the people in those regions.96 Also, Hayes pointed out that
Herder did not see race as a component of the nation but as the environment.97 Hayes concludes
the article by explaining that despotism and war will end when people genuinely come to
understand the accurate definitions of nationalism.98 Hayes explains that only through the proper
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understanding of Herder’s definition of nationalism can society come to respect the “…similardissimilar achievements of other peoples, reaching out toward the goal of a fulfilled
humanity….”99 From this point forward, in many of his articles and books, Hayes would
reference Herder for his great foresight and wisdom in proclaiming mutual respect associated
with nationalism. Once again, Hayes implemented this concept during his time in Spain. When
he assumed the ambassadorship, part of Hayes’s plan was to ensure that Spain’s internal
governance was respected. Hayes was trying to ensure mutual respect and perform what was for
the mutual benefit of Spain and the United States. Hayes was not there to topple governments;
Hayes was there to keep Spain out of the war at all costs.
While Hayes was working on his project in France, a controversy arose. People were
upset because textbooks deemed “unpatriotic” or “anti-American” were thought to be flooding
American schools.100 As mentioned previously, the Scopes Monkey Trial had put the world’s
focus on the content that was taught in schools. Therefore, anything deemed remotely antiChristian, anti-America, and anti-government was considered harmful, and great efforts were
made to eradicate it from public access. Therefore, when Hayes’s 1923 book Modern History
came under scrutiny, Hayes took the offensive. To make matters worse, the New York
Department of the Veterans of Foreign Wars wrote a resolution that accused Modern History of
several charges.101 This “Resolution” states that Hayes and Moon were writing material
“…detrimental to the teachings and history, and the sacred memory of American
Patriotism….”102 LaTourette says that Hayes and Moon were destroying the “…minds of our
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young generation through these utterances….”103 LaTourette concludes by resolving that he and
his committee protest the circulation of Modern History.104
Furthermore, LaTourette lists the various issues they have with Modern History. The
first offense was that Hayes stated that the American Revolution was tied to multiple other world
revolutions and was not unique and special to America.105 From this statement, one can see that
it proved Hayes’s findings in France: A Patriotic Nation. Americans were being taught that
America was the greatest nation in the world and that their Revolution was the only nation that
mattered. LaTourette’s statement is proof of that mentality. This same American-centric
ideology is found in the other accusations against Hayes’s Modern History. The other two
accusations state offense at the thought of the American Revolution being a continuation of the
English Revolution and that much of the ideology of the Declaration of Independence was based
on English philosophers.106
Once Hayes returned from his trip to France, he tried to avoid the chaos but found it
extremely difficult. For several months, Hayes continued to be hammered by several accusations
of being against America and defamation of America.107 Finally, he told the Brooklyn Daily
Eagle that he loved America and respected the American flag and the national anthem.108 Hayes
would also explain that he was confused over why people were so upset about his comments
because Modern History was a book on Europe, not America.109 However, that made things
more confusing for people, so he tried his best not to make any more comments to make things
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worse. However, from this controversy, he learned that nationalism was rampant worldwide and
was “the root of intolerance.”110
With this confirmed in his mind, Hayes only worked harder to explain the evils of
nationalism, intolerance, and racism. Therefore, in 1928 Hayes published a talk at the
Association of History Teachers of the Middle States and Maryland entitled “Two Varieties of
Nationalism: ‘Original’ and ‘Derived.”111 The basic premise of the talk was that being a “good”
person does not necessarily guarantee tolerance of others. He also explains that not all aspects of
nationalism are bad. Therefore, the article's goal was to try to specify where the concepts
overlap and differentiate.112 Hayes explains that at the most basic levels, there are two types of
nationalism; original and derived.113 Hayes explained that original nationalism is tied to the
cultural and liberal, which brings people together based on the “…cultural unity of the
inhabitants of a state, who exercised popular sovereignty and respected other national states
because they believed in national self-determination.”114 Conversely, Hayes explained that
“derived nationalism” was “…selfish, bellicose, and imperialistic.”115 However, Hayes admits
that the “derived” form of nationalism originates in the “original,” hence the name.116 Hayes
theorized that the division into two started in the eighteenth century.117
From these points, Hayes continues to explain that the process of evolution into “derived
nationalism” is related to how followers of “original nationalism” had to strive and struggle to

Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Teacher and Historian,” 235.
Hughes, “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Teacher and Historian,” 238.
112
Carlton J. H. Hayes, “Two Varieties of Nationalism: ‘Original” and ‘Derived,” Proceedings of the
Association of History Teachers of the Middle States and Maryland 26 (1928): 70-83.
113
Hayes, “Two Varieties of Nationalism,” 70-83.
114
Hayes, “Two Varieties of Nationalism,” 70-83.
115
Hayes, “Two Varieties of Nationalism,” 74.
116
Hayes, “Two Varieties of Nationalism,” 74.
117
Hayes, “Two Varieties of Nationalism,” 74.
110
111

103

get the chance to achieve their goals of forming an identity.118 They did this by using the press
and the media to spread the importance of having a united identity through self-determination.119
However, as the process of fighting to achieve self-determination persisted, “derived
nationalism” created six different ideologies and philosophies that, each in their way, contributed
to the eventual evil of intolerance that is seen as a result of “derived nationalism. These six
philosophies include; exclusiveness, jingoism, intolerance at home, imperialism abroad,
gullibility and docility, and religious emotionalism with attendant fanaticism.120 Hayes explains
that these ideas were prevalent in modern society. It will be seen that Spain had many of these
views ingrained into its character. The Spanish were highly individualistic, and Hayes later
reports that it was hard to get two Spaniards to agree to anything, which was one of the reasons
for the Spanish Civil War. They often pursued endeavors that only benefitted Spain and were
highly glad of their imperialistic qualities. Therefore, Hayes believed those qualities were
rampant in the modern world. Therefore, unless people were educated and taught how to combat
such ideologies, extreme nationalism would continue to grow and fester in society. As a result,
another war of terrible scale was going to take place.121
To fight these evils, Hayes gave three strategies his fellow teachers could use to fight the
ignorance of derived nationalism, all of which were put into practice during his ambassadorship.
First, Hayes proposed studying all phases of nationalism and do not restrict what was covered to
only parts.122 Hayes believed that only through completely understanding the concept can
someone identify its characteristics. Next, Hayes proposed being highly cautious of “jingoistic
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propaganda” and not allowing it to enter the schools or reach a militaristic level.123 That was
because once people are indoctrinated into a false over-infatuation with their nation, no other
nation is worthy. Therefore, ostracism of other nations quickly takes root, and violent tendencies
develop. Lastly, Hayes argued that everyone must try to “…restore the country to its pure
‘original’ nationalism.”124 By doing this, Hayes believed that people would love their country
and the ability to determine their own identity freely and, at the same time, respect another
nation’s right to exist and have self-determination. Yet, it must be said that in this belief, Hayes
was thinking almost utopian and unrealistic of the actual behavior of human beings with free will
and ambitions.
The year 1929 ended with two significant events. The first major event was Carlton J. H.
Hayes’s father, Dr. Philetus Hayes died. After his father died, Hayes sold the family house to
another Afton physician, William H. Crull.125 With the money Hayes received for sale, Hayes
purchased an old farm on the eastern bank of the Susquehanna River at the limits of Afton
Village.126 This farm was unique to Hayes because it was the farm where his father first made
money helping hay the farm.127 They named the farm Jericho Farm and used the house as a
summer home until Hayes retired from Columbia in 1950, when it became a full-time
residence.128 However, after purchasing Jericho Farm, Hayes renamed it Maple Grove and spent
considerable time and money renovating the house and the surrounding land over the years.
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Being the organized person he was, Hayes recorded every renovation and repair done to the
house.129
Another event in 1929 was when Hayes received an honorary degree (Litt.D.) from
Columbia University and gave an address associated with his acceptance of the honorary
degree.130 His address, “History,” was a summary of the historical events in the preceding 25
years.131 Most of the address was an essential list of the various innovations, such as more
historical journals and a wider variety of graduate programs in history.132 However, Hayes also
took this opportunity to reminisce about his own evolution and journey. Therefore, he took the
opportunity to honor Columbia and the many teachers who helped him along the way. One
teacher that Hayes focused on primarily was James Harvey Robinson.133 Hayes explained that
when he started at Columbia, Robinson and the other followers of the idea of New History were
seen as radical and dangerous regarding their outlook on history.134 Yet, by 1929, his mentor,
James Harvey Robinson, was the president of the American Historical Association, and the
ideology of New History was no longer seen as radical and dangerous.135
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Figure 4: Journal Carlton J. H. Hayes kept detailing renovations at Maple Grove. Adam Manuel took this photograph 136

With the arrival of a new decade (1930), Hayes was well-established as a historian and
professor. He had just celebrated teaching for nearly a quarter-century and had received an
honorary degree from his beloved Columbia University. He had now spent several years on
various boards and Executive Committees. In this position, he helped mold and change the
curriculum at Columbia into an example of learning with a global perspective. He had helped to
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create a more diverse and evenly varied faculty. Hayes had successfully created an environment
where students wanted to learn about the world around them. By this point, he had taught
hundreds, maybe even thousands of students. Furthermore, Hayes had dedicated nearly twenty
years to his pursuit of understanding nationalism, but his craving for answers was far from
satiated. The next decade would catapult Hayes even farther into the public eye. During this
period, Hayes would continue to focus extensively on nationalism and pursue the more delicate
intricacies of nationalism, tolerance, and totalitarianism.
The world that Hayes had entered 48 years prior had changed, and specific political
figures started to make their presence known. At the dawn of the 1930s, Adolf Hitler and his
Nazi party came to power. The Great Depression hit not just the United States but the entire
world, including Europe. Following the results of the attempt at peace following World War I,
Germany was financially and economically struggling to stay afloat. Hitler was beginning to
make strides to find a person to blame, and he was out for blood. Suddenly, a man who fit the
description of a nationalist and a racist had made his presence known to the world. During the
early 1930s, Hitler began solidifying himself in power. These actions ranged from running for
president in 1932, being appointed chancellor of Germany in 1933, opening concentration
camps, and beginning to extend his tendrils of influence across Europe to nations such as Italy.
At this point, Hayes’s next major book was published, taking an intense look at historical figures
and how they used nationalism.137
The Historical Evolution of Modern Nationalism was a more chronological examination
of nationalism and how certain philosophers and historical figures used, molded, and adapted
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nationalism to their needs. That included philosophers such as Rousseau, Bentham, etc.138 To
achieve this, Hayes looked at how the central ideology of nationalism changed dependent on the
time. In many ways, it was a historiography of nationalism using influential figures from
history. From this in-depth study, Hayes concluded that there were five interrelated philosophies
of nationalism.139 The first philosophy was that utilized by men like Jean-Jacques Rousseau,
which Hayes termed “Humanitarian nationalism.”140 This philosophy was based on
Enlightenment ideology which helped model how different cultural entities came together.141
According to Hayes, “To them, nationalism and humanitarianism did not seem incompatible. An
‘enlightened’ person …could best serve humanity at large and the cause of internationalism by
being a devoted nationalist.”142 Also, Hayes stated that one should let each nationality deal with
its issues as it sees fit, and “…humanity would benefit, international peace would ensue, and
human progress would proceed apace.”143 Here, Hayes pointed out that humanitarian
nationalism was a combination of understanding that each nation has its values, but letting each
country control its political issues, is a proper humanitarian component of nationalism.
The second form of nationalism discussed is that of Jacobin nationalism.144 “Jacobin” is
a term that originated in the 18th century and is related to Jacobin monasteries. These
monasteries donated their name to those who met to discuss important ideas such as politics,
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religion, and culture. According to Hayes, Jacobin is a “…term designating persons in sympathy
with the extreme actions of the great French Revolution.”145 Hayes explains that the French
Revolution inspired the Jacobins, and through their efforts, they worked to perfect the doctrine of
nationalism and make it the established ideology.146 These actions caused what Hayes termed
Jacobin nationalism. This form of nationalism developed to secure and increase the ideas of
liberty, equality, and fraternity established under humanitarian means.147 Hayes explains that the
work of Barere and Carnot are examples of the concepts of Jacobin nationalism. He explains
that men like Barere and Carnot preached ideas such as devotion to France, a religious
commitment to the nation, and a degree of intolerance to those not associated with France.148
Hayes explains that Carnot was especially devoted to the ideas of liberty, equality, and
fraternity.149 In this chapter, Hayes then explains that with the work of Rousseau as a model,
Barere and Carnot worked to define Jacobin nationalism explicitly.150 Hayes states that an
individual that was a Jacobin nationalist admired the people, popular sovereignty, natural law,
democracy, and humanitarian actions.151 Unfortunately, these extreme feelings of dedication to
specific perspectives made the Jacobins highly militant and violent in how they expressed their
views. That was intensified by the radical religious zeal that caused them to view foreigners as
the enemy and an abomination.152 Hayes explains that the Jacobin Nationalists used propaganda
in print media to spread their ideas. Of course, this ideology was harnessed by such individuals
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as Napoleon, who took their zeal and used it to amass his large armies of individuals willing to
die for God and his country.153
The third form of nationalism identified by Hayes is that of traditional nationalism. In
many ways, this form of nationalism pairs with the concept of New History that Hayes and his
mentors wrote. This form of nationalism is found in feelings of nostalgia for the “old days” and
opposition to “progress.”154 Their strength was found in the claim that “…man was capable of
considerable quiet happiness in his fallen state if only he would learn the lessons of the past and
appreciate their limitations.”155 However, one weakness of this form of nationalism is it
continued the intolerant expressions of hatred toward other nations, specifically Germany and
Britain.156 For example, a personification of traditional nationalism, Hayes pointed to Edmund
Burke. To Hayes, Burke stressed the power of the aristocracy and the importance of the political
nationalism of the British.157 Burke was so dedicated to the British government that he found the
Constitution to be an infallible document that was perfect in every way, and to say otherwise is
sacrilegious.158 Hayes explains that this form of nationality is more than a tie to a unique
geographic area; it is a natural extension of that area's history.159 Moreover, it is an outgrowth of
shared political, legal, and religious institutions and traditions.160 Essentially, the nationality of
the site is more than the geographic boundaries and the people that live within. Nationality is a
unique bond to an area's history, culture, and traditions, self-perpetuated through the offspring of
the people who start the traditions and practices.
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The following form of nationalism that Hayes discusses is that of liberal nationalism. In
this form, the ideology appealed to the middle classes.161 Unlike the other forms of nationalism,
this form was not supported by the upper echelons of society but by the common folk with some
political and financial stability. Therefore, this form of nationalism was prone to toleration of
other nations. That was because most people with this outlook respected all national states.162
This respect, however, did not stretch to the church, unlike the other forms of nationalism.163
Also, unlike Jacobin nationalism, this form of nationalism was more pacifistic than others. Yet,
that does not mean that observers of this form of nationalism would not fight to defend their
nation if provoked.164 Furthermore, liberal nationalists were aware of history's importance in
their lives and used this knowledge to help them make decisions to aid their efforts. Therefore,
this was a more respectable and honorable form of nationalism to Hayes.165
The fifth form of nationalism that Hayes discusses in The Historical Evolution of
Nationalism is integral nationalism. If Hayes viewed liberal nationalism as one of the more
reasonable forms of nationalism, he saw integral nationalism as one of the worst.166 This form of
nationalism drew on all the worst aspects of Jacobin and traditional nationalism.167 Out of this
form of nationalism came an abundance of militancy, extreme cruelty, and class bias.168
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Additionally, there were aspects of liberal nationalism because many of the followers of integral
nationalism were willing to fight if they were pushed too far.169 According to Hayes, what
makes integral nationalism so bad is that it has a “sacred egoism.”170 Hayes explains that this
form of nationalism “…appeals to the cruder and more exclusively emotional forms of
patriotism. Its love of country turns readily into hatred of the alien; its desire for prosperity into
competition for territory; and the duty of national service is interpreted as a duty to maintain
national unity by unquestioning assent to every government decision.”171 Hayes then expertly
connects this form of nationalism with the current events involving the rise of individuals like
Hitler and Mussolini.172 Hayes later points out that Spain’s long traditions of Catholicism and
monarchy had created the image of the ruler as infallible and the Catholic Church as its weapon.
Therefore, the “sacred” power of the King, or in the case of WWII-the Generalissimo, was not
questioned, and his ideas were seen as what was in the people's best interest. Hayes would later
use this mentality to get specific complex actions passed when he tried to convince Franco that it
was in the people's best interest or that it would satisfy them. Most of this time, these endeavors
worked.
Hayes concludes that past events have placed the United States as a beacon on how to
behave. Hayes explains that for better or worse, the United States is now situated in a position
where “…our nationalist evolution will be more extensive and penetrating.”173 Hayes
encourages his fellow Americans to be humanitarian nationalists and become obstacles to the
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radical changes that come from other forms of nationalism.174 Hayes’s concluding statements
plea to Americans to become educated in internationalism and peace but also be wary of
nationalism and war.175
Between 1931 and 1936, Hayes continued publishing, teaching, and becoming
increasingly more outspoken about the political events of the time. With people like Hitler and
Mussolini coming to power and solidifying their positions, Hayes was becoming increasingly
nervous about the possibility of another war that pit fascism, Nazism, nationalism, imperialism,
Communism, democracy, and liberalism against each other. In 1934, he published an article in
Commonweal that discussed the usual topics of nationalism, intolerance, totalitarianism, war,
etc., and how something must be done to stop a war before it arrives.176 The more that Hayes
published and spoke out against the horrors of war, the more the world was pulled into chaos.
The year 1936 was also significant because it was during that summer that the Spanish
Civil War began. This war saw the Republicans push against the nationalists led by Francisco
Franco. This violent and destructive conflict saw the Republicans promising modernity and
social justice, but such ideology scared the highly-entrenched Catholic Church.177 However, the
Catholic Church had been part of the Spanish identity for centuries; it was through Catholicism
that the Spanish kings legitimized their authority.178 Therefore, trying to remove that from Spain
would be very difficult. Unfortunately, as the Catholic Church feared, the Jesuit order was
dissolved, and Republican leaders stated that the Catholic Church was an optional association.179
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It has been reported by Father Antonio Montero Moreno, a priest in Spain at the time, that 6,382
people with a religious occupation or calling were murdered in the chaos.180 Moreover, by
October 1936, religious societies of all kinds were prohibited.181 This action was solely designed
to make the various organizations and institutions of Spain to be under the control of the State,
giving it the ability to modernize society.182

This modernization was a nationalistic initiative to

bring Spain into the 20th century and make it an industrial European nation.183 However, the
Depression plaguing the U.S. and Europe also caused great economic hardship in Spain. This
combination of political and economic strife opened Spain up to a wide variety of ideologies to
slip in, each with its ideas on how to fix Spain. Eventually, the tension reached such a high level
that individuals within and without the government were calling for a coup to supplant the
Republican government and replace it with an authoritarian one.184 Shortly after, Cavo Sotelo
was assassinated on July 13, 1936, and by July 17, the Spanish Army of Africa was created, and
Spain was in a civil war by the following day.185
With the wide varieties of ideologies in the war, with little overlap in political agendas,
many came under the common goals of; restoration of the Catholic Church, defense of territorial
integrity, imposition of order over ‘chaos,’ return of the power of elites, and the destruction of
democracy.186 All of these highly nationalistic concepts appealed greatly to Hitler and
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Mussolini.187 Therefore, Hitler and Mussolini were more than willing to donate weaponry and
military assistance to the nationalist side of the war.188
This event catapulted Carlton J. H. Hayes into a frenzy. The concepts he was warning
against were merging into a unified authoritarian state in Spain. Furthermore, Hayes was in a
great struggle because the civil war was also over Catholicism in Spain. As a Catholic, he felt a
degree of understanding for the nationalist’s struggle.189 That struggle was complicated by the
fact that the nationalistic philosophy repulsed him. Still, as a Catholic, he felt Spain should
return to its religious nature and stay away from authoritarianism's “atheistic” nature. 190 In 1937,
Hayes was forced to split his association with Commonweal because they were publishing highly
pro-Franco material.191 Throughout the Spanish Civil War, Hayes constantly tried to remind
people that while Communism in Russia was bad, Fascism was just as bad, so people should
remain vigilant and not underestimate the power of Fascism.192
As the war went on, events became even more complicated for Hayes. In September
1937, the Spanish bishops wrote a letter, and they blamed the war not on the Church but on the
Republicans trying to change the identity and culture of Spain.193 This letter quickly ignited a
storm of commentary. The following month, 150 American Protestant clergymen accused the
Spanish Catholic clergy of lacking faith and confidence in the people.194 This article was
followed ten days later by a rebuttal from the Catholics accusing the Protestants of ignorance,
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exclaiming that they would definitely vote for Franco to run their state if they could. 195 One of
the signers of the last letter to the Protestants was Carlton J. H. Hayes.196 However, Hayes felt
that he had essentially “…wrote his own obituary as a historian when he signed…” the
document.197 Hayes was becoming increasingly outspoken about the Spanish Civil War and the
seeming disregard for his warnings about the powers of nationalism, Fascism, Nazism, and
more.198 In an update to his A Political and Cultural History of Modern Europe, he added a
discussion of the Spanish Civil War. He stated that Spain was no different from many other
nations that replaced democracy with the horrors of dictatorship.199
On December 10, 1938, Hayes spoke in front of a meeting of one thousand teachers
about the tragedy facing the world. Here, Hayes once again lectured the individuals present on
the evils of not only Communism but Fascism.200 However, he also went on to clarify that there
was a theory by many individuals that if a person was anti-Communist, they must be pro-Fascist,
and vice versa. Hayes then explains that Catholics have been so set on attacking Communism
that they have failed to inform themselves about Fascism or Nazism.201 Hayes then points out,
using his prior logic, that since Catholics are so prone to attack Communism, they are often
labeled Fascists.202 Hayes then explained to those in attendance that Communism, Fascism, and
Nazism are all deadly and threaten modern civilization.203 Moreover, Hayes explains that all
three concepts directly affront the Catholic faith. Finally, Hayes stated that while Catholicism
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has coexisted with authoritarian regimes in the past, in the case of Rome, the Church only asks
that the State respect the individual’s freedom to conduct religious services and education.204
At this point, Hayes mentions how Fascism and Nazism rely on nationalist ideology. 205
Hayes then explained that Catholicism must respect civil authority and encourages allegiance to
one’s country. At the same time, the theology of Catholicism stresses that the Church is
supranational and international, further complicating the situation.206 Moreover, Hayes explains
that the type of nationalism perpetuated by Fascism, Nazism, and Communism is exclusive,
racial, and extreme. Therefore, Catholics and other informed individuals must become highly
cautious of nationalism or even patriotism.207 That is because pure patriotism can be quickly
degraded to a level in which extreme nationalism replaces the understanding that “…that all men
are our brothers and members of the same great human family, that other nations have an equal
right with both to life and to prosperity….”208 At this point, Hayes leaves his audience with an
understanding of how Communism, Nazism, and Fascism are related. He explains that its
central tenet is that of totalitarianism.209 Hayes informs his audience that this is their enemy as it
is spreading throughout the world. He explains that it gives the government of those nations the
power to control religious, educational, and religious issues.210 Hayes explains that by
manipulating these areas, the totalitarian state is indoctrinating an undying loyalty to the state by
making them believe that the state’s ideology is correct.211
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Eventually, the Spanish Civil War ended on March 30, 1939. Franco gained a degree of
military superiority through the cooperation of Germany and Italy. But it was also the failure of
France, Britain, and the United States to intervene that allowed the Nationalists to win.212 With
this came Generalissimo Francisco Franco as the supreme authority over Spain, chief of state,
and head of government.213 Hayes saw Franco’s power divided into three sections: church,
army, and the Falange.214 With Franco’s control over the church and state, Franco was
establishing himself as capable of using both national ideology and religious zeal to get the
people behind him. Furthermore, with the militaristic support of the Falange, no one could
disagree with Franco’s authority. However, many people saw what Franco did as wresting their
identity away from republicanism and returning to a Catholic nation.215 However, the world had
not seen the last of war. That was because Adolf Hitler invaded Poland on September 1, 1939,
beginning World War II.
From 1919 to 1939, Hayes’s life changed drastically. Hayes became a married man and a
father, lost his parents, and focused his whole energy on publishing about the evils of
nationalism, intolerance, and racism. In the many articles he published between 1919 and 1939,
his main argument was that nationalism was a highly complex and elaborate philosophical
concept. Hayes pointed out that nationalism had a religious and a political component that, once
combined, chaos and war could break out. Hayes continued to work to increase how Catholics
received information by creating organizations and starting magazines such as Commonweal.
Hayes’s outspoken nature also gained him unwanted attention; his Modern History caused him to

212

Carr, Spain: A History, 258-264.
Carr, Spain: A History, 264.
214
Carr, Spain: A History, 264.
215
Richard Ryan, “A ‘Gigantic Struggle Between Believers and Those Without God?’ Catholicism in the
Spanish Second Republic, 1931-1939,” Religious Compass 9, no. 4 (2015): 93.
213

119

gain the attention of the government to censor what they deemed as ant-American and proCatholic propaganda. Suddenly, in 1936, the Spanish Civil War broke out, and Hayes was
strongly anti-Franco in his rhetoric. He preached that nationalistic ideology was just as
dangerous as Communism.
Yet, Hayes’s actual trial had not begun. Hayes’s life was preparing him for his
involvement in World War II. Because Hayes was fascinated with world events, religion, and
history, he was convinced to pursue a degree in history. Through his studies and interaction with
historians such as Shepherd and Robinson, Hayes developed into a first-rate historian and
professor. Upon beginning his teaching career in 1907, Hayes immediately developed a rapport
with his students and his colleagues as an individual who was well-versed in the subject matter.
Through his library of published books and articles, Hayes had publically displayed his devout
dedication to Catholicism and the pursuit to understand nationalism and fight it with everything
in him. Then came the First World War, and Hayes saw before many other people that
nationalism, militarism, and imperialism pervaded the ideology of all nations, including America
and Europe. Hayes could foresee that more war was coming. To counter this, he doubled down
on outspoken publishing to warn people against what was coming. However, highly nationalistic
conflicts started to become the norm. Hitler was trying to secure land out of nationalistic
ideology for a “unified Germany,” Stalin was trying to bring everyone under “Mother Russia” to
fight for Communist or Stalinist ideals, and Francisco Franco was solidifying himself as the
Generalissimo of Spain. A militant national ideology was becoming ingrained into the very
education system of all nations, and Hayes was frustrated that no one saw the infection.
Therefore, as World War II began with Hitler’s invasion of Poland, Hayes became even
more outspoken and belligerent that the war must be stopped on all fronts and peace must be
120

found. Then in the spring of 1942, while teaching at Columbia, Hayes received a letter from
Sumner Welles that would forever change his life. Welles requested Hayes come to Washington,
D.C., to meet with Welles and the President. Unknown to Hayes, this meeting would change
Hayes from an exceptional college professor and historian to Ambassador Hayes.
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Chapter 4:
World War II and Ambassador Hayes:
1939-1945
When World War II broke out in 1939, Carlton J. H. Hayes had been preaching the
horrors of nationalism, materialism, and totalitarianism since the 1920s. However, people
continued to buy into the allure of nationalistic ideology and disguise it under the banner of
patriotism. Ever since Hayes secured a teaching position at Columbia University, he served the
University and the academic world as a brilliant historian and professor. However, Hayes’s life
was about to change. The prestigious historian was going to be chosen by America’s
Commander in Chief, President Franklin D. Roosevelt, for a mission that transported Hayes from
the familiar environs of New York City and Columbia University to the heart of nationalist
Spain. Compared to Hayes’s profession as a historian and professor, this ambassadorship was
relatively short, lasting from the spring of 1942 to the early summer of 1945. Yet, despite the
brevity of the situation, Hayes performed the duty with the same skill, organization, and
precision with which he executed his role as historian and professor at Columbia University.
During these years, Hayes was forced on multiple occasions to react to unforeseen situations,
such as the “Laurel Incident” or the “Wolfram Crisis.” In these situations, Hayes will use his
understanding of world politics and nationalism to guide his decision-making. Hayes knew that
Spain was nationalistic, and it was often his goal to suggest subtle changes in which the people
of Spain saw Franco’s actions for the betterment of Spain instead of his own. Thus, Hayes was
trying to become the man behind the curtain, and all Spaniards would see was the actions of
Franco.
123

As discussed, Hayes was tasked with keeping Spain out of World War II at all costs and
keeping Spain from joining the war on the side of the Axis powers. That was so important
because, during the Spanish Civil War, Germany and Spain held a flirtatious relationship, and
much of the world saw it as a matter of time before Spain joined the Axis, especially after Italy
joined the Axis early in the war.
Yet, before Hayes was chosen for the position, he spent the first three years of the war
speaking out against it and continuing to teach and publish about nationalism and its modern
applications. Contrary to his youthful views on the First World War, Hayes held a strong
interventionist stance concerning World War II.1 Hayes saw Hilter’s Nazism as a fanatical new
religion protesting against all the benefits of western civilization. Therefore, he supported the
idea of using force if necessary to combat Hitler from succeeding in his goal of world
domination.2
Hayes’s last major publication before his ambassadorship was A Generation of
Materialism, published in 1941. This book's central thesis states that from 1871 to 1900, there
was an “excessive interest” in material items.3 Hayes explains that pre-1870, people had a more
“ecumenical” mindset, which meant they did not place value on material objects. However, the
dawn of nationalistic ideology and the evil foundations laid by “sectarian liberals” led to “…the
worship of power in international affairs, to militarism, and imperialism, as well as to tariff
protectionism and even to incipient totalitarianism.”4 This book is one of Hayes’s more
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philosophical books because, throughout the book, Hayes discusses the significant concepts of
impressionism, modernism, realism, militarism, feminism, socialism, racialism, navalism, etc.5
This complexity makes the book an endeavor for the person to grasp the minutiae of the
arguments adequately.6
After the publication of A Generation of Materialism, Hayes continued his typical role at
Columbia University until, on March 17, 1942, Hayes received a letter from the Under Secretary
of the State, Sumner Welles. In this letter, Welles explained that the President had requested that
Hayes come to Washington, D.C., at his earliest convenience.7 The letter said that the President
was considering Hayes for a position of great importance and that neither Welles nor President
Roosevelt could go to New York to meet Hayes.8 The letter was highly confusing to Hayes; it
made him ask what the President wanted from him. Hayes initially thought that perhaps
Roosevelt wanted him for some diplomatic or peacekeeping mission to South America but was
not exactly sure why.9 However, Hayes quickly examined his schedule. Wednesday was the
only day he had some availability, so he promptly called Mr. Welles and informed him that he
would be there the next day for the requested meeting.10 Hayes did not pack anything for the
journey; he thought the trip would only last a few hours. However, he would soon learn that the
trip would be more than a few hours.
The following day, Wednesday, March 18, 1942, Hayes met with Mr. Welles. Welles
informed Hayes that the President was considering Hayes for a position that would require Hayes
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to make extreme sacrifices.11 Welles explained that “…the President wanted to send me as his
Ambassador to Spain.”12 Hayes was shocked. Hayes writes that Welles and the President felt
that Hayes had what it took to accomplish the task.13 However, Hayes was suddenly filled with
panic and asked why it was he who should be sent to Spain and not someone more skilled in
diplomacy.14 Upon later reflection, Hayes considers the genuine possibility that it may have
been his Catholic faith that could have had something to do with why he was chosen for the
position.15 However, at the moment, Hayes’s only reaction was protestation. Hayes informed
Welles that he did not speak or read Spanish, nor had he ever been to the country.16
The discussion continues with Hayes protesting against the position and Welles firing
back reasons to the contrary why Hayes was the best person for the post.17 For example, Hayes
explained to Welles that he was a “…career man, that I had no experience in the State
Department, that I was not trained or used to being a diplomat.”18 To this statement, Welles
informed Hayes that he would receive what amounted in modern terms to “on-the-job
training.”19 Welles explained that there was nothing mystical or unique about the role of
diplomat and that many of the skills he already had would be sufficient for him to be an
ambassador. Welles explained that for the more specific and technical assistance, Hayes would
have a host of secretaries, advisors, and an entire staff of individuals to help him do his work.20
Hayes proceeded to inform Welles that he did not know the Spanish language. Welles fired back
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by telling Hayes that English and French were common languages in Spain and that any official
documents would be in English. Furthermore, Hayes would have at his disposal interpreters and
translators who were fluent in the language. Therefore, there would be no language barriers.21
Lastly, Welles informed Hayes that there would be financial assistance to make it worthwhile.
As the conversation continued, Hayes let Welles know that he was concerned about how
he had previously written against pro-Franco and pro-Nationalist governments. He saw that this
situation would be complicated because much of the ideology of the Axis was against
democracies. Considering Spain’s acquisition of military aid from Germany during the Spanish
Civil War, Spain may be considering joining the Axis.22 Welles saw that Hayes was not going to
be easily persuaded to take the position, so Welles suggested that Hayes stay an additional day
and have a meeting with President Roosevelt and hear what Roosevelt had to say. Hayes agreed
to meet with Roosevelt. He quickly called his wife to notify her that he would not be home that
night and would be home when he was finished. Hayes also called Columbia University to
explain that his meeting in Washington, D.C., was taking longer than expected and he would be
back when he finished.23
The next day, Thursday, March 19, 1942, Hayes met with President Roosevelt. That was
not the first time that Hayes had met with Roosevelt, he had previously met him during a round
of speaking at various conferences, so Hayes and Roosevelt had a rather casual relationship.24
Hayes and Roosevelt spoke for an hour, and in their conversation, Hayes learned that it was the
goal of Roosevelt to keep Spain neutral at all costs.25 Spain’s entry into the conflict could spell
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disaster for the United States, Europe, and the rest of the world. Andrew Espasa expands upon
this idea when he explains that before the beginning of World War II, Europe and the United
States were afraid of how Spain entering a national war would interfere with the “status quo.” An
event as nationalistic as a Civil War would have terrible repercussions on the influence of the
United States and the rest of Europe.26 With this knowledge, Roosevelt knew he had to find the
right individual for the mission in Spain.
Not much information about why Hayes was chosen is known, but some have theories.
According to historian Charles R. Halstead, Hayes’s Catholic faith and deep knowledge of
nationalism made Hayes a prime choice.27 Halstead suggests that Roosevelt considered Hayes as
early as 1941 for the ambassador position.28 Joan Maria Thomas argues that it was a reaction
from Roosevelt to improve the dreadful relations between the Spanish and the United States
during the years 1940 to 1941.29 John Paul Willson believes that Hayes’s inexperience as a
diplomat was vital.30 Willson argues that by picking someone not trained in diplomacy, he was
creating a neutral party of interaction and not choosing someone who would come in and be
offensive to a pro-Franco and Catholic audience.31 Whatever his reasons, Roosevelt knew that if
something was not done soon, Germany could potentially move through Spain, enter Spanish
Morocco, seal off the Strait of Gibraltar, and trap ships and troops in the Mediterranean.32
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Therefore, Roosevelt placed his faith in the hope that Hayes would make the right decision.
After meeting with Roosevelt, Hayes had time to consider whether he should take the position.
Hayes struggled with the decision; he spent several days questioning his ability to influence a
“totalitarian government” and at the same time support his fellow Americans “…who believed
and expected the worst of the existing Spanish government.”33 Nevertheless, Hayes felt
compelled and obligated to accept the position because of his publications and speeches
concerning the importance of intervention in the war. Moreover, Hayes felt a sense of civic duty
and a “…sporty desire to meet a first-rate challenge….”34
After a week of deliberation and deep thought on the job, Hayes contacted Welles on
March 25, 1942, and accepted the position. Then, within a week, Hayes learned that Alexander
Weddell, Hayes’s ambassadorial predecessor, had left his post. On April 3, 1942, Franklin D.
Roosevelt publicly announced his nomination of Carlton J. H. Hayes as his ambassador to
Spain.35 From this point, Hayes was given one month to prepare and get all affairs in order
because he was unsure about the duration of this mission in Spain. However, the following
month, Hayes had to notify Columbia University that he would not finish the current semester.
Fortunately, Hayes was granted leave from Columbia for the summer and fall of 1942.36 At the
time, this leave seemed sufficient since Hayes was not given a timeline for how long his
ambassadorship would last.
Furthermore, Hayes had to take several trips to Washington, D.C., for instruction and
consultation. During these trips, he would receive in-depth and detailed information about the
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situation in Spain, which would help him slowly gain a better understanding of Spain and the
fundamental importance of his mission. For example, in these meetings, Hayes learned about the
famine and starvation of the Spanish people and how the United States had been sending what it
could to try to help the Spanish people.37 Also, Hayes’s homes would have to be closed because
he was bringing his family to Spain. Lastly, with any trip, the Hayes’s had to set to the laborious
task of packing everything they wanted to bring with them on their trip to Spain.38
With President Roosevelt's announcement of Hayes’s nomination and Hayes’s abrupt
ending of his courses early in the semester, many media outlets started to discuss Hayes as the
candidate for the ambassador to Spain. In an editorial published in the New York Times on April
4, 1942, an unnamed individual praises Roosevelt’s great “wisdom and tact” in his selection of
Hayes for the position.39 The editorial glorifies Hayes as a “distinguished professor” who can
“…relate the present to the past in a country with deep roots in history.”40 Moreover, the article
explains that the author saw Hayes as someone who would push democracy and American values
in a “…Axis-dominated continent.”41 Yet, as will be seen, this was not what Hayes had in mind
for how he would achieve his goals in Spain. Hayes wanted to make changes to Spain without
being invasive. Hayes advocated for internationalism and respect for one nation’s sovereignty.
Therefore, he planned to stay out of internal affairs and instead focus on guaranteeing that Spain
stayed out of the war and away from the Axis. He planned to do this by using Spain’s
nationalistic character to convince those in the government of Spain to make decisions that
would benefit the country and its citizens.
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After a month of preparation, Hayes made the necessary arrangements, and on May 2,
1942, Hayes took the oath of office and became the Ambassador to Spain. Hayes recalls those
early days of the position were filled with reading everything he could concerning Spain and
meeting the many people that would be part of his “staff” when it came to running the whole
operation of his ambassadorship.42 This “staff” included a secretary, Michael George, the son of
the Foreign Service Officer in charge of the Spanish desk.43 Michael George was fluent in
Spanish and French and would prove to be a vital office member.44 Hayes also met the
Portuguese Minister (Mr. Bianchi), the Apostolic Delegate (Mgr. Cicognani), and the Spanish
Ambassador to the United States (Señor Cardenas).45 During the early days of his
ambassadorship, Hayes also spent a great deal of time in conversation with President Roosevelt.
Hayes recalled that Roosevelt reiterated that he was nervous about the possibility of Spain being
drawn into the war.46 Roosevelt explained to Hayes that Spain must stay out of the war because
the success of future Allied movements hinged on Spain being neutral or pro-Ally.47 Moreover,
Hayes was impressed by how Roosevelt was willing to do anything at his disposal to guarantee
or at least delay Spain’s entry into the war.48
Finally, after a month of preparation, it was time for Hayes to take the trip to Spain and
begin his job as Ambassador in earnest. After leaving the United States at four in the morning of
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May 12th, Hayes arrived in Lisbon, Portugal, the following day.49 Upon landing in Lisbon,
Hayes was introduced to the American Ambassador to Portugal, Burt Fisk.50 The next day, Fisk
introduced Hayes to the dictator of Portugal, António de Oliveira Salazar. Hayes and Salazar
had an instant connection. To Hayes, he and Salazar spoke to each other more as two professors
than diplomats.51 Hayes accounts how they spent a good portion of their meeting discussing
such trivial things as universities, books, science, and philosophy.52 After an extensive period of
“shop talk,” Hayes and Salazar switched to a discussion on a topic of mutual interest,
Catholicism. Hayes informed Salazar that the United States had a significant Catholic presence,
and many were dedicated to the American Government in their initiative to stop Hitler and his
“pagan Nazism.”53
After an hour of conversation about other topics, Hayes and Salazar finally turned their
attention to political issues. Salazar had several questions for Hayes concerning the United
States’ plans for the coming conflict. These questions ranged from when did Hayes see the
United States reaching optimal war preparedness and how long did Hayes think the war would
last?54 To these questions, Hayes responded that, at the moment, he was under the impression
that the United States was ahead of schedule concerning the military's preparedness and did not
know when the war would end.55 To these statements, Salazar responded that he was nervous
about Russia’s role in the war, but he felt that in the long run, the English-speaking people would
see victory.56
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Hayes and Salazar continued their conversation, and Hayes asked Salazar what kind of
peace he wanted. His response spoke of an association of nations that helped to guarantee the
independence of all states, large and small.57 Salazar also told Hayes that he saw it necessary for
the United States to be in this association of nations and those who were not victorious in the
conflict.58 Salazar also told Hayes that in peace settlements, the details need to be more specific
and detailed to prevent anyone from misinterpreting the peace plans. Salazar added that in the
peace plans, all countries must be uncomfortable in the arrangement to prevent one nation from
gaining an advantage over the other.59 Interestingly, Hayes and Salazar got along well,
considering that Salazar was another European dictator and nationalist. However, it appears that
Hayes was practicing what he would eventually preach to Franco, the idea that putting an end to
Hitler was the prime objective for all involved. Occasionally, one must put differences aside to
achieve one’s goals.
After adjourning his meeting with Salazar, Hayes spent a few days in Portugal just
visiting with the locals and enjoying the experience. Then on May 16th, his 60th birthday, Hayes
flew to Madrid. During the flight and afterward, with his staff, he reviewed his policy for the
mission. First, Hayes felt that he should not be one to dictate policy. Instead, he should be
helping in the plans determined by the President, the Department of State, and the Joint Chiefs of
Staff.60 Next, the mission's main goal was to keep Spain out of the war at all costs. That was a
point reiterated to him by Roosevelt several times, and for this, Hayes made it his primary
policy. Then, according to Hayes, “…as a neutral barrier to further German advance in the
Mediterranean and Africa, and not to break, but rather maintain, friendly relations with its
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Government.”61 Essentially, Spain could be seen as a barrier to German advancement. In that
case, it could make planning military movements easier, especially if they had an ally they could
trust in Europe. Next, another primary goal of Hayes was to persuade Franco to resist Axis
invasions or threats of invasion.62 If Franco could cooperate, it would make it difficult for Hitler
to plan actions in the area as a jumping-off point for an attack on the United States.63 Finally,
another goal of Hayes and the United States was to use Spain “…to obtain from Spain every
possible facility for our economic and military warfare against the Axis….”64 By winning over
the Spanish people and the Spanish Government, the assumption was that they could gain
support for American actions in Spain.
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Figure 6: Image of Hayes with his wife at an event in Spain.65

Hayes contemplates what must happen for his mission to be successful. At this point,
Hayes deviates from many people’s assumptions of what he would do in Spain. As the unnamed
editorialist stated in his New York Times post at the announcement of Hayes’s nomination to
Ambassador, many people thought Hayes would enter Spain and begin restructuring the Spanish
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government to mirror that of America.66 Instead, Hayes had a different methodology in mind.
First, Hayes felt that, in all truth, the enemy was Germany and not Spain. His goal was not to
interfere with the internal affairs of Spain.67 Hayes was perfectly informed of the catastrophic
poverty of the nation, nor was he blind to the ever-present Falange and nationalist propaganda
around him. However, he felt that if he came in and tried to tell Franco how to run his
government, Franco would most likely dismiss anything Hayes said and would not listen. Next,
Hayes saw that he could not be biased toward one party or faction.68 If he were to start taking
sides, it would make negotiations difficult and most assuredly make Franco see Hayes as being
there to achieve an agenda. In many ways, he was, but Hayes had to be discreet and considerate
of motivations within the Franco regime.
Furthermore, Hayes had to view the events of the Spanish Civil War as already finished,
by bringing up something that was to be considered “history” would only slow down
negotiations.69 Additionally, Hayes had to be cordial and present the situation in such a way as
to make it appear to Franco as a matter that affected Spain and not just America.70 By doing this,
Hayes was using his understanding of nationalistic motivations to make Franco think he was
deciding on his own accord, and Hayes was not influencing Franco’s decision-making.
However, Hayes could not succeed with his mission alone. Therefore, he put a great deal of
emphasis on executing his strategy with his staff at the Embassy.
When Hayes landed in Madrid, one of the first people he met was Willard Beaulac.
Beaulac would be Hayes’s counselor and source of everything diplomacy. Beaulac had years of

66

New York Times, April 4, 1942.
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 17.
68
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 17.
69
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 17.
70
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 17.
67

136

experience as an ambassador in Latin America and Spain, so Hayes relied heavily on Beaulac’s
expertise in this realm. Along with Beaulac, Hayes and his family entered Madrid in a
procession of cars.71 Being still a country boy at heart, Hayes was uncomfortable with the pomp
and circumstance of his arrival, but he went along with the tradition. After arriving at the
Embassy, Hayes and his family quickly settled into their lodgings. Hayes said it was not hard to
notice a strong German and Italian presence in Madrid, which made him uncomfortable.72 To
help himself feel more at home and center himself on the great work ahead, he attended a mass at
the Franciscan Church of San Fermin de Los Navarros. Attending this mass helped Hayes feel
more at home and ready to continue his mission.73
On Tuesday, May 19th Hayes was introduced to Señor Ramón Serrano Suñer. Serrano
Suñer was Franco’s brother-in-law and served as head of the Falange.74 Hayes did not like the
feeling he got around Serrano Suñer. Hayes found him to be “dubious,” and it bothered Hayes to
receive the Fascist salute every time he met with Serrano Suñer.75 Hayes met with Serrano
Suñer again on the 21st of May, where he was informed about a mandatory protocol as part of the
ambassador position. At this ceremony, Hayes was to present the ‘letters of recall’ and the ‘letter
of credence.’76 The ‘letter of recall’ explained how Hayes’s predecessor, Alexander Weddell,
was leaving the ambassador position and was to be replaced by Hayes. The ‘letter of credence’
was to describe Hayes’s accomplishments and explain why Hayes was chosen for the role of
ambassador. Moreover, Hayes was to give a short speech presenting these letters during this
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ceremony. An obligatory address from Franco would then follow the reading of the letters and
Hayes’s speech.77
After the meeting with Serrano Suñer on the 21st, Hayes began writing his speech to be
sent to the Foreign Office to be examined, edited, and proofread. The letter eventually came
back with Franco’s response to his address. Hayes stated, “…I was astonished to discover that
the attack on totalitarian economics which I had inserted in my speech not only was objected to
but was clearly acknowledged and endorsed in the Caudillo’s speech.”78 Hayes was amazed by
this sudden acceptance of the nefarious nature of totalitarian economics by the Franco regime.
He wondered if this was the first sign that things were already changing to improve the
relationship between Spain and the United States.79 After working on his speech a little more, he
was notified that he would present his credentials on June 9, 1942.
On the event day, Hayes entered the palace through an official parade. When he entered
the palace, he saw Franco standing in front of the king’s throne, surrounded by many members of
his cabinet and important church and state officials.80 It is at this point that Hayes begins his
speech. The central theme of the speech to Franco was that Spain and the United States had had
a long and storied history. Hayes attributed Spain to discovering the Americas through the
explorations of Christopher Columbus in 1492, as well as instilling a “…graciousness of living,
and the sense of personal dignity which is Spain’s illustrious heritage.”81 Hayes also thanked
Spain for assisting the early colonies’ bid for freedom and independence during the
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Revolutionary war.82 After flattering Spain more by explaining the value that Spanish literature
and the language hold value in America, Hayes continued to explain what Hayes and the United
States sought through his ambassadorship. Hayes explained in his speech that the United States
was devoted to the belief that the “…security and well-being of every country are directly
dependent upon the security and well-being of all other countries.”83 Here Hayes reiterated his
view that America was there to respect the sovereignty of other nations as an essential
foundation of the foreign policy of the United States. Hayes solidified this point when he stated
that he was not there to impose any system of government on any one person.84 Hayes finished
his speech by emphasizing the importance of expanding international trade to more people and
freeing them from restrictions that have caused specific barriers to other nations.85
After Hayes finished his speech, it was time for Franco to give his speech in response.
Franco started by thanking the President for choosing a highly qualified person to replace
Alexander Weddell.86 Franco follows this statement by acknowledging that Hayes’s “…mastery
of our history and his spiritual attitude toward it, knows us and can appreciate at their due worth
the basic qualities of our race.”87 At the same time, there is no doubt that much of the language
and word choice of the speech is ceremonial in satisfying specific formal requirements.
Nevertheless, it is interesting that Franco did recognize that Hayes had a firm grasp of Spain's
history and a religious connection to the Catholicism of Spain. Franco continues by stating that
with such qualifications, Franco was optimistic for a healthy relationship between Spain and the
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United States to come out of Hayes’s ambassadorship.88 Franco then concludes by stating that
the mutual respect and the emphasis on fair trade and relations between nations were genuinely
appealing, and he accepted Hayes as the United States’ ambassador to Spain.89
After the formalities of the speeches were over, Hayes and Franco went off separately to
talk. In this first of many conversations, Hayes discovered that Franco was not like how
American media portrayed him. Hayes found Franco to be intelligent, humble, detail-oriented,
cautious and had a sense of humor.90 Unlike the leftist media, Hayes found Franco nothing like
Hitler or Mussolini. However, Hayes was amazed at Franco’s naiveté concerning events outside
his own country, and this caused Franco to be overly cautious and respectful of any country that
held more power than his own.91 Hayes explained to Franco that Hitler had already won because
of the “…impregnability of the fortress of Europe which German arms had constructed….”92
However, Franco explained to Hayes that peace could still be established if Germany just made
concessions.93
Then, Franco revealed to Hayes that what he feared more than Hitler and Germany was
the Communism of Russia.94 Communism was atheistic; thus, it went against Spain’s Catholic
beliefs. Franco then continues by explaining his unique stance on non-belligerency. Nonbelligerency was a middle ground Italy took during the early stages of the war before it joined
the Axis. Therefore, when Franco also assumed the status of non-belligerent, many thought it
was a matter of time before Franco joined the Axis. However, Franco explained to Hayes that, in
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his eyes, two wars were going on at once. First, Franco believed there was a struggle and fight
against Communism, and then there was the conflict between Germany and Russia.95 Franco
told Hayes that in the battle against Communism, he and the other Spaniards were utterly
belligerent. Communism had to be eradicated from the face of the Earth. However, according to
Franco, during the conflict between Germany and Russia, Spain was completely neutral in any
conflict between Germany, Russia, or the Western Powers.96 To Franco, the position of nonbelligerency was identical to neutrality. However, according to the United States and the Allied
powers, non-belligerency was a prelude to joining the Axis.
Hayes informed Franco that Germany was the real enemy in the conflict. In Hayes’s
interpretation, Fascism and Nazism were just as bad as Communism.97 Hayes then proceeds to
warn Franco to be cautious of the seductive nature of Nazi Germany because, in truth, it was
impossible to compromise with Germany because of the malicious intentions of Hitler and his
Nazi regime.
During the summer of 1942, Hayes and his team focused on three significant goals. First,
they desired to begin economic warfare on the Axis. Next, they planned to increase their press
and propaganda initiatives to counter-act the German and Italian propaganda campaigns. To
achieve this goal, Hayes set to work renting a house where Spaniards could come and be exposed
to American culture.98 At “Casa Americana,” the house would be filled with works on American
history, economics, and political science.99 Lastly, Hayes began an intense networking campaign
by participating in any social activity to talk to other diplomats and see what alliances could be
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created to help America solidify itself in Spain and push out the Axis presence.100 Throughout
Hayes’s ambassadorship, he met important individuals at these social activities, including people
from Switzerland, Egypt, Latin America, Poland, Yugoslavia, Greece, Norway, and Belgium.101
Hayes fondly remembers meeting several members of the Belgian government, and they were
upset because they did not have any representatives in Spain. Therefore, Hayes states that the
United States took Belgium under its wing and promised to protect it from not being considered
in future negotiations.102
Another influential figure that Hayes met in his ambassadorship was the British
Ambassador to Spain, Sir Samuel Hoare. Hoare had a big personality and often supported
Spain's need to return to its monarchy. Hayes states that Hoare was extremely helpful in gaining
British support in the upper echelons of Spanish society.103 Hoare's influence over the elite
Spaniards made Serrano-Suñer nervous, considering Britain was not the Axis.104 However,
Hayes also found Hoare stubborn on many issues. He felt that Hoare secretly hated the United
States because of his way of subordinating the U.S. in his recollections of the decision-making
process.105
Another individual that Hayes found of use during his ambassadorship was the
Portuguese ambassador Theotonio Periera. According to Hayes, Periera was highly influential in
negotiations involving Spain and Portugal.106 Working with his idea of equal trade, Hayes
explains that it was a primary ambition for both he and Periera to create an Iberian trading bloc
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early in the ambassadorship when the United States did not have much influence on the
peninsula.107 Hayes stated that he remembered one conversation with Periera where Periera
explained that people were afraid of Communism above anything else, to which Hayes said that
Russia was not the primary target; they should be focusing on Germany.108
One of the first independent endeavors that Hayes took under his initiative was to gain a
better understanding of the views of the people of Spain on topics ranging from the war,
leadership, and when the war would end. To complete this census of sorts, Hayes traveled
extensively during the summer of 1942. Hayes visited at least twenty-four regions of Spain,
including Toledo, Aragon, Pamplona, and Granada.109 Upon completing his touring census and
study, Hayes made many discoveries about the people of Spain.
First, Hayes learned that the Spanish people are unique for their high sense of individual
dignity and value.110 However, this particular form of individualism becomes a double-edged
sword for the Spanish people. While it is significant that each Spaniard valued their importance
to their country and the world around them, according to Hayes, compromise was an alien
concept to Spaniards.111 The people of Spain all had varying ideas when it came to life. It was
nearly impossible to get several Spaniards to agree on something concerning politics or the
government.112 That is evident in Spain's multiple political parties and opinions on how the
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government should be led in the early 20th century. This problem of the inability to compromise
contributed to the Spanish Civil War.
In addition to being individualistic, Hayes found that Spaniards were also highly
nationalistic. Spain fit many classifications that Hayes created in his earlier writings on
nationalism. Hayes argued in his earlier works that nationalism was the action of replacing
religious beliefs with a more secular belief system. However, Spain was unique because
Catholicism was ingrained in Spain’s identity. Therefore, the presence of Catholicism in Spain’s
cultural makeup only led to an intensification of “…national feeling and consciousness, both
preceding and following the establishment of national states.”113 Additionally, because of the
religious zeal that defined their nationalistic fervor, one could argue that Spain fell under the
banner of traditional nationalism, which Hayes spoke about extensively in his 1931 work, The
Evolution of Modern Nationalism.114 This form of nationalism showed a nostalgic feeling of
“the old days” and a religious fervor that defined its enthusiasm.
Moreover, Hayes quickly determined that Spaniards believed in Spain-first, resented
foreign patronizing, and were overly distrustful of others.115 Yet, despite their nationalistic
tendencies, some Spaniards were partial to the United States and the United Kingdom, but few
Spaniards liked Germany.116 However, the people that the Spaniards hated more than Germany
were the Italians and the Japanese.117 Upon further investigation, Hayes determined that those
that supported the Falangists were a small minority of Spaniards.118 Hayes inferred that, at one
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point, the support for the Falangist and pro-German stance could have been much higher. Still,
after a period of over-saturation of society, the propaganda started to lose its potency.119

Figure 7: Hayes in Spain. He is the older gentleman with the hat.120

After a summer of researching the opinions of the people of Spain on various concepts,
Hayes concluded that “…at least eighty percent of the Spanish people were sympathetic to Great
Britain or the United States rather than Germany.”121 That gave Hayes hope for his chances of
successfully convincing Spain of the reliability of the United States and that Germany was the
real enemy. However, Hayes also learned that to the Spanish, the Spanish Civil War was still
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active and that the conflict was more complex than just democracy versus fascism or the prelude
to World War II.122
The next step for Hayes was to take what he had learned from his survey of the Spanish
people and apply it to his ambassadorship. How could he use this information? First, Hayes saw
that a large majority of citizens were eager to stay out of the war, so many were more prone to
side with the Allies because they represented the possibility of peace, recovery, and a return to
some form of normalcy.123 However, Hayes noticed that this willingness to obtain peace and
neutrality could also be a weakness. Hayes correctly identified that if Spain kept on “appeasing”
Germany, and continued to support its Fascist ideology, use its propaganda, and use its pomp and
circumstance through political organisms such as the Falange, this might slowly force the
Spanish to side with the Axis powers. 124 Even worse, if Spain were to side with the Axis, they
could potentially allow Germany to enter Spain. It would not be long before Germany or Spain,
under the control of Germany, was attacking the United States, the UK, or Latin America.125
These were the types of questions Hayes asked himself during the summer of 1942.
Yet, Hayes finally decided he and his staff must constantly emphasize and re-emphasize
to the people of Spain and the Franco regime that Germany was the main target and not to obsess
too much about Russia. If Spain became too fearful of Russia, they could let Germany into
Spain to help combat Communism.126 Furthermore, Hayes explains that they must praise the
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positive qualities of Russia, namely its military strength, and de-emphasize its Communist
political and economic ideology.127 For this point, it must have been difficult for Hayes to tell
Spaniards because he strongly opposed both doctrines. However, he recognized that it was the
only way that he was going to keep Spain from joining the Axis or assisting the Axis.
Besides Spain’s obsession with Communism, Hayes also saw the Falange as an obstacle
he had to correct. Here, Hayes was working on his understanding that most nationalistic
governments use the power of a political organ to enforce the ideas of the nationalistic leader.
Hayes recognized that they were militant in organization, entrenched in the Spanish Government,
patterned after German fascist policies, and Serrano-Suñer was the head of the insidious
organization.128 For this, Hayes saw Serrano-Suñer as his real obstacle to toppling the Falange.
Serrano-Suñer was intimately connected with the Germans, often spending a great deal of time in
the company of German ambassador Eberhard von Stohrer.129 Luckily, Hayes had supported
Franco because since he was related to Serrano-Suñer by marriage, he held a degree of control
over Serrano-Suñer and had the final say in most matters.130
After more than two months in Spain, Hayes’s presence had begun to change Franco’s
attitude toward the United States and democratic ideology. In the summer of 1941, Franco gave
a speech loaded with anti-democracy and pro-Fascist language.131 In this speech in 1941, Franco
spoke out against democracy and praised the “new order” in Europe.132 Additionally, Franco
stated in his speech in 1941 that if Russia and the Communists were to invade Germany, Franco
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would have no problem sending millions of Spaniards to defend Berlin.133 However, when
Franco gave a speech during the summer of 1942, Franco’s tone toward democracy and
Germany changed. Where once there was hostility and aggressive language toward democracy
and Western values, now Franco reported that Spain would send one million soldiers to defend
Spain, not Berlin.134 In many ways, Hayes was using the nationalistic demeanor of Spain to
distance them from Germany. Instead of acting to fight Communism and democracy, Franco
was now encouraging his people to think of Spain over any connection to Nazi Germany. While
this seems like an apparent change in perspective, Hayes was still cautious, even questioning if
Franco was now “appeasing” the United States, Britain, and Germany.135
Whether appeasement or genuine ideological change, Franco made his allegiances
profoundly obvious when by September 1942, Serrano-Suñer was removed from his position as
Foreign Minister and replaced with Count Francisco Gomez-Jordana. This movement caused a
significant switch in power. Suddenly, instead of Serrano-Suñer being Foreign Minister and
head of the Falange, now the power of the Falange was solely dependent upon the whim of
Franco, and Count Jordana only had to focus on international relations.136 However, this shakeup of political power worked to Hayes’s benefit. Because Count Jordana was less loyal to
Germany and with his assumption of the Foreign Minister position, the influence of the Falange
significantly reduced its presence during the following months.137
Unlike Serrano-Suñer, Hayes found Count Jordana to be a much more enjoyable
colleague. Hayes felt that Jordana was a gentleman in manner and behavior, with a good sense
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of humor, but honest and blunt.138 What Hayes found most exciting about the change was that
he and Jordana had a mutual desire to improve Spanish-American relations and do everything in
their power to keep Spain out of the war.139
As the summer was winding down and fall was taking hold, it became evident that
Hayes’s wartime mission in Spain would be longer than a few months. Therefore, in the fall of
1942, Hayes contacted Dr. Butler, president of Columbia University, and informed him that the
ambassadorship was going to be longer than thought, and he needed more time. Accordingly,
Hayes was granted a leave extension to June 30, 1943.140
In addition to Hayes's propaganda to move the Spanish people away from the Axis,
Hayes and the United States government used economic manipulation to get what they wanted
out of the Spanish. Considering Spain’s vulnerable status after the Civil War, the United States
feared Germany would use its power and influence to convince Spain to join the Axis.
Therefore, Hayes and his advisors set forth a plan that would keep Spain away from the Axis and
weaken Germany. Spain was dependent upon certain materials to keep itself afloat. While it had
an economy based on exporting raw materials to other countries, it depended on other nations for
petroleum, rubber, trucks, tractors, cotton, and wheat.141 The plan they were considering
required restricting the amount of petroleum given to Spain, and the fuel must be used in-country
and not sold to anyone.142 That played into Spain’s desperation to recover from the horror of the
Spanish Civil War, and Spain accepted these terms without a problem. This plan aimed to fight

138

Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 58.
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 59.
140
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 60.
141
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 79.
142
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 79-81.
139

149

and squelch any rumors that the Spanish were selling petroleum and other goods to Germany.143
Once again, Hayes relied on Spain’s self-interest and nationalistic character to guarantee the
Spanish followed the regulations.144
Also, Hayes and Sir Hoare worked to put other forms of financial control over Spain and,
by extension Germany. They required all ships entering Spanish ports to have officially
recognized navicerts that detailed a neutral ship’s cargo and exempted them from search or
seizure.145 Hayes explained that instituting the navicerts “…enabled the Allies to prevent the
Spanish merchant marine from being used for Axis purposes and to ensure its utilization for
transportation of persons and [materials] favorable to the Allies as well as to Spain.”146
Two other strategies used to control Spain were blacklisting and preemptive buying.
Blacklisting was used on anyone caught trading with Germany, Italy, Japan, or anyone
associated with the Axis powers. That forced those blacklisted nations or organizations to stop
selling with the Axis and cooperate with Britain or the United States. The other strategy used
was that of preemptive buying. Preemptive buying utilized knowledge of the economic needs of
Germany and the Axis and required the United States and Britain to buy specific materials before
the Axis could. Some everyday items that the United States and Britain purchased as part of this
strategy included wolfram, mercury, fluorspar, sheepskin, woolen textiles, and fleece-lined
gloves. However, preemptive purchasing was not to buy these items in large quantities, so by
the time Germany or other Axis nations had a chance to buy the item, it was out or in negligible
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amounts.147 The purpose was to “…reduce the volume of materials which Spain must furnish to
Germany in payments.”148 That is because Spain still owed Germany money for its assistance to
Spain during the Spanish Civil War. Hayes remarks, “If they [Germany] wished to overcome
this handicap, they must increase their exports to Spain and thus further burden their own
economy to the advantage of the Allies.”149 Therefore, it also had an added benefit because the
preemptive purchasing gave massive support to Spain in recovery.150 As a result, Germany had
to put more stress upon itself to buy enough materials.
The propaganda and the economic manipulations were taking effect because, in the fall of
1942, Hayes reported that “Spain was undergoing rehabilitation and becoming a nation whose
power must be recognized.”151 However, the real test came to fruition on November 8, 1942,
with the Allied landing in French North Africa. President Roosevelt had already hinted at the
operation back in April when he was discussing his goals, but by September, Hayes had been
informed of the maneuver in confidence.152 According to what he was told by President
Roosevelt, Winston Churchill, and various Chiefs of Staff, the operation was a “…preliminary to
putting Italy out of the war, and that the Allied plan might involve…our seizure of the Canary
Islands.”153 Understanding the ramifications of such an action, Hayes was understandably
nervous about the situation. Hayes stated that he fought against the plan the best he could
directly with the President and the Secretary of State.154 Hayes felt such an action would go
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against his policy of not damaging the friendship between Spain and the United States and
significantly infringe upon Spain’s nationalistic and imperialistic motivations.155
Yet, the planning for the operation continued, and Hayes delivered in the dead of night a
letter to Count Jordana that reassured him that the United States had no plan of doing anything
that would hurt their friendship.156 However, while Jordana was thankful for the letter, Hayes
could tell that Jordana was still not sure of the truth of the letter. Yet, on November 8, 1942,
Hayes delivered a letter from President Franklin D. Roosevelt to Franco. In this letter, Roosevelt
reassures Franco that he maintains feelings of friendship with Spain. Therefore, he wanted to be
honest about the motivations for sending troops to assist the French “possessions” in North
Africa.157 Roosevelt divulged to Franco that his sources had information to support the idea that
Germany and Italy planned to occupy French North Africa.158 Here, Roosevelt appeals to
Franco’s military experience when he reveals his hope that Franco will “…understand clearly
that in the interests of the defense of both North America and South America it is essential that
action be taken to prevent an Axis occupation of French Africa….”159 Roosevelt then explains
that the sole purpose of the military force is to protect French possessions and protectorates and
prevent German and Italian occupation in the area. It is not an attempt to invade Spain in any
way.160 Luckily, Franco accepts the letter, and the issue is not discussed further.
However, the November 8th action in North Africa caused another problem. It caused a
significant refugee situation. Hayes was to spend a good portion of his ambassadorship trying to
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get several war refugees out of war zones and into safer locations. Hayes reported that much of
the rest of 1942 was devoted to finding solutions to the refugee problem throughout Europe.
Hayes stated, “I want to obtain release of the nearly 200 Americans internees-mainly aviators
and paratroopers-now in Spain and Spanish Morocco.”161 Yet it was not just American soldiers
that Hayes wanted to help. He was also trying to help those fleeing their war-torn home
countries. They included Polish, Czech, and other prisoners of war and had them released from
the Spanish concentration camp, Miranda.162 Hayes’s work also focused on helping the Jewish
refugees escape persecution in Germany and help them get to safety.
By the end of 1942, Hayes had noticed a lot of change in Spain. First, Hayes noticed that
the “non-belligerency” of earlier in the year was becoming more neutral. Also, the Iberian bloc
formed, which helped to facilitate commerce and trade between the nations on the Iberian
Peninsula. This grouping allowed Spain to begin to rebuild from the tragedy of the Spanish Civil
War, and it helped to solidify friendship and ties between Spain, Portugal, and the marginal
Basque nations. However, as the year was winding down, certain areas constantly bothered
Hayes. First, following the November 8 action in North Africa, Germany and Italy began a
resurgence of propaganda in Spain. It briefly created the image to Spaniards and individuals like
Hayes that Spain was slipping back toward the Axis. However, the United States quickly set into
motion its counter-propaganda. Hayes sent a strongly-worded letter to Count Jordana expressing
that Spain was hurting their relationship by allowing the German and Italian propaganda, which
must be ended immediately. Following the letter to Jordana, the propaganda fell to tolerable
levels.163
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The New Year came with a new series of challenges and struggles, but Hayes was
optimistic about the possibilities. During the first two months of 1943, Hayes set to work, giving
various speeches about the progress that was being made in Spain. However, in the media,
Hayes was attacked for appeasement.164 That indicates that, once again, people in the United
States were blind to Hayes’s goals with the country, to not interfere with the internal actions of
the country and keep Spain out of the War. To come before Franco and blatantly criticize him
for his treatment of his subjects, and make Spain convert to democracy, would be a boon to the
relationship between the two nations, and it would ruin all the hard work they had achieved.165
Hayes reports that people were even stating in the media that he should leave Spain to the Axis,
and it was a lost cause.166 Not only was this a dramatic turnabout from what people were saying
when Hayes first took the position, but people were speaking ignorantly of what Spain as part of
the Axis would mean. Putting this uneducated critiquing aside, Hayes continued his work.
With the New Year, one of the first things that Hayes did was work on the refugee crisis
that continued to plague Europe. Even though it was not a popular decision, Hayes got the
“whole complement” of American paratroopers evacuated from Europe through Gibraltar to
“rejoin their command in French North Africa.”167 Because of its proximity to multiple ports,
Spain quickly became a haven for lost or stranded soldiers and, eventually, refugees from wartorn Germany, Poland, and Hungary. Suddenly, Spain was flooded with Germans, Polish,
Hungarians, Dutch, Belgians, Czechs, British, Americans, and many other stateless refugees.168
Many of these refugees were of Jewish origins, and Hayes sympathized with their cause.
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According to Hayes’s statistics, the number of refugees who stayed in Spain after 1942
amounted to between 1500 and 2000 persons.169 Hayes further breaks down the demographics
of these individuals to include 800 Poles, 500 Dutch, approximately 300 Belgians, and smaller
groups of nationalities.170
Initially, the protection and aid to these individuals were left to many American
humanitarian organizations, including the Jewish Joint Distribution Committee, the Quakers, and
an organization run by the wife of Hayes’s predecessor.171 Hayes praised their efforts to help
these refugees. Still, Hayes felt that much of the work had caused an overlap in information, and
it caused a delay in efforts to match individuals with relatives in other countries and slowed
down processing.172 Further complicating the situation, Spain was amid economic troubles
despite the Allied Powers' aid. Because of this, they did not have the space or the means to keep
the refugees in Spain for extended periods. As a result, some refugees were sent to one of
Spain’s concentration camps, Mirando de Ebro, where 1000 to 1500 individuals could fit semicomfortably.173 The situation was further complicated when there was a surge of French
refugees heading to North Africa in the winter of 1942 and into 1943.174
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Figure 8: Hayes in a church in Spain. His wife is the woman on the far right.175

Hayes saw that something had to be done because otherwise, eventually, Spain would be
overrun by refugees, the few concentration camps would be flooded, and conditions would
quickly deteriorate. Therefore, Hayes joined up with Sir Samuel Hoare and set to work on the
refugee crisis. One of the first things that Hayes and Hoare did was to create a section of their
staff called the “refugee and relief section,” which was responsible for helping the facilitation of
moving refugees out of Spain quickly but in an organized and systematic manner.176 Hayes
explains that for this project to succeed, the American and British Embassies must cooperate and
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work together. First, the British Embassy would “…continue to care for ‘declared’ British and
Canadian refugees, and the Americans as soon as they got the necessary funds and
supplies…would assume responsibility for the French refugees and our men.”177 Then, Hayes
stated that the United States would give Britain several large trucks and “…give them all
possible assistance, and both Sir Samuel and I would press the Spanish Foreign Office to ensure
proper reception and handling of refugees in Spain and their eventual evacuation to North
Africa.”178 Hayes later stated that another reason he and his staff were so dedicated to this
mission went beyond merely humanitarian reasons. Hayes explains that for Americans to
abandon French refugees who had fled from France into Spain in the expectation of help could
have a tremendous “…injurious effect upon the faith in us and consequently upon our efforts in
North Africa and our future relations with France.”179 By recognizing this, one can see that
Hayes was always looking ahead and thinking about how the situation could be improved.
Eventually, Germany caught on to the endeavor of the Spanish, British, and Americans to
get refugees away from Germany, and they informed the Spanish, British, and Americans that
these refugees were in-fact belligerents and should be interned in camps or sent back to their
nation of origin.180 That lie infuriated Hayes, stating that he took it upon himself to fight for the
refugees. He said that he informed the authorities that these people were simple refugees trying
to escape war, not belligerent and violent.181 In addition, Hayes pushed that not only were they
not belligerent, but Spain was not under any obligation to return or intern these individuals, but
doing so would break international law.182 Furthermore, Spain was a sovereign nation; therefore,
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Germany could not dictate how Spain should behave. That is further evidence that Spain was
further distancing itself from Germany and acting on its own authority. Moreover, Hayes said
that even if there were belligerents in the thousands of refugees, it would be better to let them get
out of Spain as quickly as possible so as not to tarry too long in one place.183 Hayes then
reported that by the end of 1943, 16,000 Frenchmen were evacuated from Spain and transported
to North Africa. In addition, some refugees who could fight were incorporated with the Allied
armed forces.184 Recognizing the aid of Britain, Hayes also mentions that many Polish, Dutch,
and Belgian refugees were evacuated.185
However, not everything went smoothly. In early 1943, Hayes and his staff caught on to
a rumor that refugees were being sent back to Germany by Spanish officials.186 Hayes was
angered by the possibility of some remote Spanish officials disregarding American and British
requests for refugees not to be sent to their country of origin. Hayes promptly sent a letter on
March 29, 1943, to Count Jordana asking him to clarify that no refugees were sent back to their
country of origin.187 Count Jordana quickly responded, and it pleased Hayes that all orders to
return refugees to their country of origin had been canceled. And “…the Foreign Office has sent
a note to the German Embassy placing sole responsibility on the Germans for keeping refugees
from crossing the frontier.”188 While this was good news, Hayes mentions that it was a little
disconcerting that the Spanish put a degree of power in Germany's hands because anyone caught
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trying to leave Germany was treated as an escaped prisoner. Often this did not end on favorable
terms.189
In addition to working on getting thousands of refugees out of Spain, he planned a
process to expedite any future refugees through the country. In late December 1942, Hayes
discussed how to care for the “stateless” refugees with Count Jordana and other Spanish
officials.190 Out of his negotiations, Hayes was informed by Jordana that he would give special
recognition and facilities to a “…joint office of the several American relief organizations.”191 By
January 1943, Hayes was informed that his joint office had been inaugurated under
“Representation in Spain of American Relief Organizations (RSARO).”192 According to Hayes,
RSARO was something that he was proud of, perhaps his proudest achievement. He explains
that while he was the co-chairman of the National Conference of Christians and Jews in the
United States, RSARO was an opportunity to promote that same cooperation between Christians
and Jews in Spain.193 After his Ambassadorship was over, Hayes occasionally received letters
from some of these individuals who escaped Germany, and they thanked him for his aid in
securing their liberation.
Hayes and his staff was not the only one working on the refugee situation. Count Jordana
informed Hayes of his various strategies to help the refugees. First, Hayes explains that Jordana
was using the cover of relation to Sephardic Jews to help some Jewish individuals fleeing
Germany.194 Sephardic Jews have their origins in Spain during the period of Muslim occupation.
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The Sephardic Jews were eventually forced to leave Spain in 1492 by the King and Queen of
Spain. Many Sephardic Jews spread all over Spain, settling in places like Germany. Therefore,
this was a believable cover for many Jews fleeing Germany and other locations under the control
of the Axis powers. Furthermore, Hayes reports that Jordana refused to force any refugee to
return to their country of origin. While this would have undoubtedly put tremendous stress on
Spain and the country, it showed Jordana’s dedication to maintaining a humanitarian approach to
the situation. Next, Jordana worked to remove refugees from any prisons they were put into as
soon as space in holding facilities or transportation out of Spain was available. That was further
streamlined with the assistance of Britain and America.195
While Hayes was in Spain, he became acquainted with the simple and effective espionage
program. Hayes knew Americans were spying on Germany via France during the war.
However, after Spain started to become more neutral, Madrid became, between 1942 and 1943, a
“…prime assembling and distribution center for secret intelligence.”196 Spain was aware of the
American espionage, and Hayes believed, at this point, if Spain had any real ties to Germany and
the Axis, Spain would have informed the Germans of the Americans.197 Hayes states that the
intelligence they received from observing France and the Germans helped tremendously. Hayes
reveals later on that D-Day was a direct result of Spanish Intel.198
By March 1943, Hayes felt things were going well. Refugees were slowly but steadily
being moved out of Spain and into better locations. Relations between Spain and the United
States were looking good. Yet, in March 1943, there was a slight hitch in the relationship that

195

Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 124.
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 126.
197
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 127-128.
198
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 128.
196

160

Hayes had been fostering. Jordana gave a speech celebrating Christopher Columbus’s return to
Barcelona after his first voyage. In the speech, Jordana spoke of Germany in a resoundingly
positive way.199 That immediately caused an upheaval of criticism of the Foreign Minister, and
consequently, this greatly angered Franco.200 Hayes immediately went on the defensive and
reminded Jordana of their friendship, and Hayes informed Jordana that he did not want to
jeopardize the hard work that they both had done in the past year.201 Jordana told Hayes that the
speech was not German inspiration but a Spanish attitude.202 What Jordana meant by this
statement is not clear, but Jordana reassures Hayes that Spain is not a puppet of Germany and
that Spain still wants to continue peaceful relations with the United States.203 Jordana then
explained to Hayes that he had always endeavored to be truthful with Hayes, and if there were
ever a time that he did lie, he would immediately resign from his position.204
After this clarification, relations between the United States and Spain resumed a positive
relationship. Furthermore, at least on the exterior, it looked like the relationship was aiding
Franco’s decision-making concerning the direction of Spain’s government. Hayes observed that
by the spring of 1943, Franco started to be moving toward a government resembling a
parliamentary government.205 Yet, it is now known that such actions were merely set-dressing to
help secure Franco’s position and rapport with the people; nonetheless, it did help to provide the
image of a political change. Franco even went as far as to establish a Cortes to resemble a
legislative body, but in reality, Franco still held unrivaled power.206 Hayes quickly saw into
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Franco’s maneuver and remained skeptical of Franco’s desire to relinquish control.207 Franco’s
genuine desire to stay in power was evident during the summer of 1943 when twenty-five
members of the Cortes signed a petition asking him to return to the monarchy officially. Those
twenty-five individuals were exiled or jailed, and Franco remained in power.208
By the summer of 1943, Hayes saw that his job was far from finished. Therefore, he sent
another request for an extension of leave, and this time Columbia University awarded him leave
through June 30, 1944.209 In addition to extending his leave of absence, Hayes submitted a letter
to Roosevelt asking permission to return to the United States “…for consultation and renewed
personal contact with officials in the State Department and other government agencies….”210
However, because of the required business and the importance of the problems he was about to
face, Hayes could not make that quick trip to the United States.
Throughout 1943, the constant barrage of negative press about Hayes’s job as an
ambassador and the United States government's decisions about Spain proliferated the media.
Media outlets pushed the United States to break off its relationship with Spain in their tirades.211
However, to this statement, Hayes fired back that he was merely “…an agent of that policy; and
any other agent of it in Spain could hardly have escaped criticism and denunciation by one noisy
sector of ‘public opinion’ in America.”212 In Hayes’s opinion, those critics were not focusing on
the real enemy, Germany, and instead were getting picky on Spanish policy. 213 In the end, it was
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just sensationalism, and Hayes called it as much; he started focusing on the more significant
problems. By June 1943, much of the negative publicity had diminished to minor grumblings.
On July 29, 1943, Hayes had a meeting with Franco. At this meeting, he and Franco
discussed the general condition of their relationship. Hayes informed Franco that since he took
the ambassadorship in 1942, the relationship between the two nations had improved
tremendously.214 Hayes reported to Franco that economic commerce had significantly improved
since he began, and anti-American propaganda was down to a minimum. There was a moderate
distancing from the Axis. Yet, Hayes informed Franco that the situation could be even better.
Hayes explained to Franco that based on the sporadic nature of the initial turn from the Axis,
many people in America still believed that Spain was pro-Axis.215 Hayes explains that if they
genuinely are neutral as they say they are, certain things can be done to improve the situation
even more and further increase the image of Spain as neutral and friendly.216 Hayes proposes
that the first thing that must be done is for Spain to formally announce its neutrality and rid itself
of the ambiguous title of non-belligerency.217 To this statement, Franco informed Hayes that he
felt the word neutrality meant indifference, and he could not possibly be indifferent to
Communism.218 To this statement, Hayes told Franco that they were not being indifferent to
Communism, but one must prioritize enemies, and at the moment, Germany was the main
focus.219 Hayes then continued by explaining that neutrality meant a reduction of the presence of
the Falange in public because this is a political organ reminiscent of Germany. By further
distancing themselves from Germany and removing forms of control reminiscent of the enemy,
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Hayes proposed to Franco that Spain could return more to its traditional governance models,
which would appeal to the Spaniards who were not fond of the presence of the Falange.
Also, Hayes informed Franco of the amount of censorship from the Falange, and to
Hayes, Franco appeared surprised at this news.220 Franco continued to push against Hayes’s
accusations against the Falange. Yet, once Hayes informed Franco, “…so long as the pro-Axis
Falange played the central role in Spanish domestic affairs, these could not be divorced from
Spain’s foreign policy….”221 Lastly, Hayes insisted that Spain must withdraw the “Blue
Division.”222 The Blue Division was a division of soldiers that Franco sent to Eastern Europe to
help Hitler fight with Russia. Hayes carefully explained that he understood Spain’s hatred of
Communism, but Spain had no place meddling in the fight between Germany and Russia. 223
Moreover, Hayes points out to Franco that he had not sent the Blue Division to Eastern Europe
during 1939-1940, when Germany and Russia were in an apparent alliance.224 Hayes explained
to Franco that it looked like Spain was assisting Germany by only sending the Blue Division to
Eastern Europe in 1941 after Germany had attacked Russia.225
By August 3rd, Hayes was informed that Franco was making specific changes based on
their discussion. First, Franco requested that all press, radio, and news outlets began reporting
the news impartially and limit biased media.226 That was followed by a reduction in the
coverage of the Axis and more of a focus on the initiatives of the Allied powers.227 Lastly, and
to the relief of Hayes, Franco ordered a decrease in Falangist propaganda and oratory in the
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public and print media.228 Jordana later informed Hayes that removing the Blue Division would
take longer, but they were working on the situation.229 Not to be outdone by an American, Hayes
later learned that Sir Samuel Hoare had a similar meeting with Franco. Hoare gave Franco a
similar call to remove the Blue Division in this meeting. In doing so, once Spain eventually
decided to remove the Blue Division, British media spun the action as a British success.
According to Hayes, it was he who convinced Franco.230 Also, much to Hayes’s chagrin, the
story began to spin the account in such a way that it looked forced by the British, while Hayes
wanted it to look like a Spanish decision.231 It was Hayes's opinion that by Franco being seen as
the decision-maker and not forced by Britain, it would appear to Spain and the rest of the world
that Franco was working with the Allies and working to distance itself from Germany on its own
accord. While both were successful in the end because of the withdrawal of the Blue Division,
nationalistic desires to be the one successful seem to have fogged both the British and Americans
from genuinely appreciating the real success of the action.
The months of August through October 1943 were incredibly eventful for Hayes. First,
in August 1943, Hayes held a meeting with Jordana. In this meeting, Hayes asked if he could
gain the rights for American Commercial Airlines to land in Spain.232 The purpose of this
request was two-fold. First, with American Commercial airlines landing in Spain, tourism and
business can come to Spain, and second, this would continue to strengthen relations, but it would
also help bring money to Spain. To Hayes’s request, Jordana requested his own. He asked
Hayes if the United States could supply Spain with arms and weaponry.233 Hayes saw in this
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request an additional benefit. If the United States gave Spain arms and military supplies, Spain
would stop relying on Germany for such materials.234 In many ways, the strategy of Hayes and
his foreign policy essentially replaced Germany with itself. With the United States as the
supplier of munitions, another link to Germany would be forever severed.
On the war front, on September 8th, Italy surrendered, which had massive repercussions
for Spain. First, any news Spain received came through German propaganda; therefore, the
information was unreliable. Yet, eventually, the citizens of Spain began to fight over who to
support, either Mussolini’s puppet state or the monarchy.235 The Germans in Spain leaned more
toward the Mussolini puppet state, and individuals like Hayes leaned more toward the monarchy
in Italy to resume.236 However, Spain issued a statement saying it would remain neutral in the
situation, and this statement caused Fascist demonstrations to arise in Spain.237 Eventually, the
protests subsided, and everyone settled in as one of the first members of the Axis lost their
power.
October 1943 saw two significant events occur in Spain. First, on October 1st, Franco
officially declared Spain to be neutral.238 This official declaration made it known to the world
that Spain had formally decided to no longer play a significant role in the war and would remain
militarily absent. While there were still specific attachments left, soon, these too were about to
be cut. Also, in October, Spain and Portugal met on October 7th, strengthening their relationship
and making it known that the Iberian bloc was strong.239 Also, throughout October, a surge in
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the evacuation of refugees occurred. That stemmed from an agreement made with the
declaration of neutrality that an avenue of evacuation would be opened through Malaga. With
further air and rail transportation provided by Britain and America, many refugees left Spain.240
Hayes gives the statistics of 1200 men leaving Malaga on October 21st, and 20,000 French
refugees had entered North Africa by the end of the year.241 Finally, there was an announcement
in October that the Blue Division was ordered to withdraw. However, those who wanted to stay
and fight for the Germans did have the right, but they would no longer be under Spanish
command but under German control.242
Another important October event has its roots in the summer of 1943. In July 1943, the
United States had successfully out-competed Germany for wolfram thanks to preemptive
buying.243 Because of its extreme hardness, Wolfram was used in weapon-making to make
armor-plating on tanks. By July, America had successfully reduced the wolfram sent to
Germany to 1,108 tons.244 That was good, but Hayes saw this amount as too high by October
and wanted more. Therefore, Hayes pushed for completely discontinuing all wolfram relations
with Germany through a special reciprocal trade agreement.245 While this idea was excellent, it
became apparent that it would be much more problematic when it came to putting it into
practice. Moreover, this wolfram situation was going to be complicated because many nations in
the world relied on Wolfram.246 Therefore, Hayes asked Spain to stop all trade of wolfram with
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Germany. Still, the negotiations for that arrangement had to be paused because of a nearly warinducing incident that Hayes referred to as the Laurel Incident.247
On October 25, 1943, Hayes and his staff received a letter from the Office of War
Information stating that they had received a radio broadcast from Tokyo and Berlin “…praising
the Spanish Government for having sent a congratulatory message to José P. Laurel, a former
judge in the Philippines who was now a collaborationist with the Japanese and whom the latter
had just placed at the head of their puppet ‘government’ in the islands.”248 This news was
devastating. It was Hayes’s impression that everything was going so well, and now the
government was going backward and starting to congratulate Axis governments for new
leadership. Nevertheless, Hayes insisted on getting to the bottom of the situation. Upon further
examination, Hayes determined that someone had sent the letter to the Japanese regime. 249
Hayes discovered that the letter was “…a natural and courteous acknowledgment of a personal
telegram from Laurel reflecting the long and intimate cultural relationship between Spain and the
people of the Philippines and that it did not signify any recognition then or in the future of
Laurel’s ‘Philippine Republic’ by Spain.”250 Suddenly it was apparent that a simple courtesy
telegram had set off a world event, even though the United States Under Secretary did not know
of any protocol for such an action.251
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Figure 9: Carlton J. H. Hayes252

Unknowingly, when Spain replied to the letter, Spain had given Japan a devastating tool
that could be used maliciously.253 Moreover, by answering the letter, the individual went against
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what General Franco said back on the 29th of July: that he truly intended to stay out of military
affairs.254 Hayes was infuriated with Jordana’s negligence and his sloppy control of the
situation. Hayes was under the impression that this action had to be the work of an unknown or
unnamed minor official “…who had certain financial interests in the Philippines which he
imagined the telegram might serve to protect, and that it was slipped in for signing or initialing
by the Minister without the latter’s grasping what it was or what its importance.”255
Unfortunately, Jordana took the full force of the criticism and anger, especially from Franco.
Hayes felt that Jordana knew the individual who sent the telegram and was protecting their
interest.256
On October 29th and 30th, Hayes spoke with the Spanish Ambassador to the United
States, Señor Cardeñas. Hayes was shocked at how Cardeñas begged and pleaded with Hayes
informing him that Spain had no desire to recognize the Laurel regime. Also, they did not know
who sent the telegram.257 Yet, the State Department was not so sure of the truthfulness of
Cardeñas’s groveling. Regardless, following these events, Hayes was required to make specific
demands. First, for forgiveness of such negligence, there must be a complete and immediate
embargo on wolfram exports to all destinations.258 Second, Spain must remove the German
agents it had in Tangier.259 However, Hayes did not stop there. He also made two additional
demands. Spain had to release Italian warships and merchant vessels, and Spain was required to
secure landing rights for American Commercial airlines.260 In the end, Hayes and the State
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Department were deeply offended by the actions of this Laurel Incident. Hayes saw this event as
some person’s desire to slow down the compliance between the United States and Spain.261 Yet,
Hayes saw this as the opportunity that they needed to become ‘tough’ on Spain and start forcing
them to sever every remaining tie to Germany and the Axis.262
Once the Laurel Incident was over, Hayes began working again on the wolfram issue.
Hayes knew that Spain and its nationalistic tendencies would prevent it from jeopardizing the
country's stability. Hayes also understood that what he and the State Department was asking of
Spain was extremely difficult; thus, he had held off his “tough” behavior until he could no longer
get results. Therefore, the hope was that applying just the right degree of pressure on Spain
could force them to submit to the various plans that Hayes proposed to control wolfram's flow.
Early in the war, the primary source of wolfram to Germany was Portugal, and Spain was
second.263 However, because of various sanctions, Spain began to surpass Portugal when
shipping wolfram to Germany. As a result, Wolfram became a massive revenue stream for Spain.
Therefore, it was a very touchy predicament because ultimately ending the sale of wolfram to
Germany would drastically damage the economy and very stability of Spain. To further
complicate the situation, for allowing Spain to withdraw the Blue Division, Germany demanded
wolfram as compensation.264 To further incentivize Spain to send the wolfram, Germany
increased its export of military supplies to Spain.265 Suddenly, out of the suggestion to
ultimately end supplying Germany with wolfram, an economic war began between the United
States, Germany, and Spain.266 As soon as the United States or Germany lowered regulations,
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the other would find a way to circumvent the other. Hayes was suddenly faced with a real
dilemma. How to get an embargo without going into military conflict with Spain?
Immediately, Hayes began weighing the costs and benefits of establishing an embargo on
Spain. First, Hayes felt that the best option was to make Spain believe the embargo was their
idea.267 Doing so would appeal to their self-interest and nationalistic tendencies, much as Hayes
had tried to do with the suggestion to Franco to withdraw the Blue Division. Unfortunately,
imposing an embargo on the trading of wolfram would cause many detrimental side effects. One
of the first side effects would be that putting an embargo on Wolfram would immediately sever
Spain’s income, exponentially increasing Spain's already shaky financial condition.268 Second,
an embargo on wolfram could create hostility between Spain and more peaceful individuals who
rely on wolfram, including many Allied nations.269 Third, this embargo could also potentially
cause retaliation from Germany.270 Therefore, if Hayes was to embargo wolfram, he had to
operate carefully.
However, upon further contemplation, Hayes came to three methods that could be used to
demonstrate to Spain that it could gain an advantage through such an embargo.271 One of the
main advantages that Spain could gain revolves around petroleum. Hayes recognized that Spain
benefited greatly from receiving petroleum from the United States. Therefore, Hayes considered
if the United States decided to end shipping petroleum to Spain, they might be convinced to
accept the embargo on wolfram.272 Yet, at the same time, Hayes did not want to use this method
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because he recognized that it would damage their relationship built on “…mutual interest and
cooperation.”273 Also, Hayes inferred that if they push Spain too hard, there is the ever-present
fear that Spain may begin to lean more toward Germany, regardless of all the progress made. 274
Lastly, Hayes proposed that if they did not accept his suggestions, he would hand the problem
over to the British to handle, his last resort.275
On November 15 and 16, Hayes had several meetings. On November 15th, he met with
the various Departments, and they all could come to no consensus. However, Hayes had some
success on the 16th when he met with Sir Samuel Hoare. He and Hoare concluded that Portugal
must also agree to the embargo; otherwise, Germany would continue to gain the necessary
wolfram.276 By the 17th of November, the option to convince Portugal to embargo wolfram was
being considered by the United States and Britain.277 Unfortunately, the answer from Portugal
was slow in deliberation. It was not until January 6, 1944, that the American Embassy learned
that the Portuguese promised that the embargo would be “…taken up at an appropriate time…”
but it would have to be temporarily postponed.278 Hayes later learned that his embargo was to be
delayed because the United States wanted to establish military and air bases in the Azores-like
Britain; therefore, asking for an embargo would have significantly impinged the success of
securing the airfields and military bases.279 Thus, Spain did not try to push the issue too hard,
and because of that, Portugal continued to ship wolfram to Germany until May 1944.280
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On November 18, Hayes met with Jordana to discuss the status of negotiations. The first
issue that came up in discussion was that of the wolfram situation. Jordana explained that he was
still deciding the proper course of action. Placing an embargo on wolfram would drastically
impair the Spanish economy and make it difficult to continue a peaceful relationship with the
United States.281 To this, Hayes once again reassured Jordana that it was for the benefit of Spain
to separate itself from Germany completely. However, Jordana did have good news for Hayes
when he informed him that he had approved the landing rights for American Commercial
aircraft.282 Also, Jordana told Hayes that the Foreign Office had agreed to release all the
merchant vessels, except for two, which it saw as fair compensation for the action. While the
meeting showed some promise, Hayes could tell there was still a great deal of negotiation before
the “Wolfram Crisis” was resolved.
November becomes December, and before too long, it was January 1944, and Hayes had
not heard anything from Jordana concerning the embargo of wolfram. Therefore, Hayes holds a
meeting with Jordana and once again asks him what they have decided concerning the
blockade.283 To this inquiry, Jordana informs Hayes that he is genuinely hesitant to make any
drastic measures because there is only so much Spain can do and still retain a degree of security
and stability.284 Moreover, Jordana explains to Hayes that it was his view that it is better to give
to both sides evenly than to prioritize one over the other if they want to maintain neutrality.285
Unfortunately, once again, Hayes was denied the embargo he was nicely requesting, and now he
recognized it was the time to start getting tougher on Jordana.
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On January 4, 1944, Hayes reported to the State Department that he had exhausted the
peaceful means to get the embargo and stated that he must now resort to more forceful
negotiations.286 Hayes informed the State Department that now was the time to start limiting
petroleum because he saw no other way to force Spain into seeing that the United States was
serious about the embargo.287 The next day, the State Department responds to Hayes’s letter and
agrees to his decision to limit petroleum, informing him that they are now considering the next
course of action.288 Despite initially being against an embargo on Spain, saying there were more
important things to deal with, Hoare joins Hayes in asking that the United States and Britain
suspend petroleum shipments to Spain during February.289 This decision was rational because
February was the shortest month, and Spain would not have to go as long without fuel.290
With all in agreement, the plan was put into effect.291 That is until somehow, the word
was leaked out on January 28, 1944, that the Allies were going to begin suspending the
petroleum trade with Spain.292 Suddenly, the whole office and State Department were on
extreme damage control, trying to contain the leak. Hayes immediately contacted Washington,
D.C., to see what they could do to contain the story and keep it from printing.293 Hayes was then
informed that the publicity of the action would stop and not to worry.294 Yet, to some degree, the
publicity may have helped because it forced Spain to take quick action. On February 3rd, Hayes
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was notified by Jordana that he was ready to talk and that he had some ideas on possible ways to
resolve the issue.295
Jordana told Hayes that he was prepared to promptly release the Italian warships and all
but two of the Italian merchant ships. Also, Jordana stated that he would be willing to put in
place an embargo on wolfram, and licenses for wolfram exports to Germany would be held for
one month. Additionally, Jordana explained that he would begin the suppression of the German
Consulate in Tangier and expel any espionage agents in the region. Finally, Jordana promised to
withdraw all remaining Spanish troops from Germany and German-occupied territories.296 Then
there was the qualifier that once all these points were achieved, the United States would resume
supplying Spain with petroleum.297
Unfortunately, on February 9th, Hayes learned that Washington deemed the plan
unacceptable; Washington wanted an immediate and complete embargo.298 Hayes was then told
to inform Jordana and Hoare that the United States government would not resume the petroleum
trade until there was an immediate and total embargo on Germany.299 Weeks passed, and no
embargo on Germany occurred other than the Spanish's precautionary restriction on gasoline.
Finally, during a series of conversations with Jordana on the 21st and 22nd of February, Jordana
presented Hayes with a new plan.300 Jordana proposed a severe limitation on wolfram exports in
1944 but not a complete embargo.301 This limitation would consist of exporting only 10% of the
previous year’s exports, amounting to only 10 tons for the rest of the year.302 Although
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unfortunately, this plan was also turned down on March 7th, the council stated that this was not
enough.303
The situation was looking bleak. Negotiations and much bickering continued throughout
March. Finally, on April 28th, Hayes met with Jordana and said the United States government
empowered him to agree with Spain if it was willing to limit its wolfram exports to 20 tons for
May and June and 40 tons a month thereafter.304 Unfortunately, those numbers were too low for
Jordana, and he argued against setting the amount between 45 and 60 per month before July.305
Yet, Hayes stood firm and insisted that he was given a direct order not to go below 40.306
Finally, after further pressure, Hayes and Jordana agreed on the amount posed, and Jordana
informed Hayes that he must gain advisement from Franco.307 The following day, Hayes again
met with Jordana, and he told Hayes that he had Franco’s authority to agree. The two arranged
the agreement's terms, which became confirmed after a series of letters between Hayes, Jordana,
and Hoare.308
By May, the media outlets were aflame with the news of the agreement. On May 3rd, the
Baltimore Sun praised how the United States reduced the shipments of wolfram to Germany to a
“mere trickle.”309 Even Hayes was proud of his accomplishments. He boasted that between
January and July 1944, Germany only received approximately 28 or 30 tons of wolfram. 310
Furthermore, Hayes relished the thought that after the Normandy landing, “…our heavy bombing
of French railways rendered practically inoperative any further bulk shipments to Germany from
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the Iberian Peninsula.”311 While 28 to 30 tons is still not a complete embargo, in Hayes’s eyes,
with the combination of the established agreement and the destruction of French railroads, it was
essentially a total embargo from that point forward.312 Hayes then boasts that it also built up in
Spain’s stores a surplus of wolfram, amounting to more than 1300 tons, which it could use for
itself or other desires.313 Hayes was also jovial that America kept an additional 21,860 tons of
wolfram from Germany in preemptive buying.314 Through pre-emptive buying, Hayes worked to
achieve the same two goals. Hayes was working to distance Spain from Germany further and to
make it difficult for Germany to win the war. Therefore, Hayes was using the knowledge of the
economic relationship between Germany and Spain to weaken a diminishing Nazi/German
power further.
D-Day was the United States’ first actual landing in Europe on June 6, 1944. Hayes was
aware of the landing before it occurred. Washington, D.C., instructed him to inform the Spanish
government that a significant event would occur in the vicinity within the next few days.315 Yet,
the involvement of Spain in the knowledge of this event also had other motivations. Hayes
asked Jordana if he could do two things for the United States when the event occurred. First,
could Spain assist in evacuating Allied casualties out of Southern France across Catalonia and
from the port of Barcelona? Also, could Spain supply a “free port” for entry of food and
supplies in Barcelona? Hayes also requested and was provided with the right for United States
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aircraft to patrol the Spanish skies and look at the surrounding bodies of water for German
submarine activity.316
During the summer of 1944, events were starting to find natural conclusions. June saw
Spain ending its supplying Germany with goods, including wolfram.317 Also, Franco informed
Hayes that he could tell President Roosevelt that he could rely on a long, strong friendship
between the United States and Spain.318 Also, during the summer of 1944, Hayes took a muchneeded break and spent some time back in the United States. While back in the United States, he
was amazed at the vast amount of information about Spain that was available to the people of the
United States.319 Unfortunately, much of that information was corrupted by propaganda and
falsehoods spread by exiled Spaniards.320 That was because some exiled Spaniards traveled to
the United States and had the freedom to speak out against the Franco government. And this was
exaggerated and used to fuel already complicated feelings toward the Franco government in the
United States.
After a nice relaxing vacation, Hayes returned to Spain and was notified that on the 5th of
August, Jordana had died of an apparent stroke or aneurysm.321 Therefore, Spain now had a new
Foreign Minister for Hayes to meet. Hayes met Señor Jose Felix de Lequerica on August 25th
and found him to be a different type of individual compared to Jordana. Lequerica was more of
an American businessman type and wanted to help build Spain in the model of Britain and the
United States.322 During the first meeting, Hayes and Lequerica discussed Hayes’s trip back to
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the United States. Hayes informed Lequerica that he gained an impression that many people in
the United States had the impression that Spain had been too slow adapting and adjusting its
foreign and domestic policies to the military situation that was in a constant mode of flux.323
Moreover, Hayes was honest with Lequerica that the United States remained uncomfortable with
the presence of the Falange and “…did not understand why this essentially Fascist organization
was maintained and upheld in Spain at the very time when Fascism was rapidly disappearing
everywhere else in the world.”324
Lequerica loved the honesty with which Hayes spoke the truth, and Hayes also respected
Lequerica’s desire to westernize Spain further. Therefore, Hayes felt free to make a few
demands of Spain during the summer of 1944. First, Hayes felt that now as Germany’s power
waned, now was time for Spain to sever all remaining ties with Germany. Next, Hayes proposed
that Spain not receive or harbor Axis “war criminals”; they should be returned to their nation of
origin and face justice. Also, Spain must expel all remaining German agents in-country or any
possession associated with Spain. Moreover, it was time to finalize the commercial aircraft
agreement, establish radio-telegraphic communication between Spain and the United States, and
finally release the Italian warships.325 Consequently, when Hayes had a meeting with Franco on
September 11th, Franco satisfied all of these demands without any hesitation.326
As the war was winding down, Hayes felt that now was the time that he may try to leave
the position as ambassador. He was missing home, Columbia University, and exhausted from
years of constant stress and focus. Therefore, Hayes decided that after the Presidential election,

323

Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 251-252.
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 251-252.
325
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 255.
326
Hayes, Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, 259-265.
324

180

he would present his resignation as ambassador.327 After the elections in November, Hayes sent
a letter to Roosevelt asking to be relieved of the mission in Spain. However, he was not given an
immediate release; Hayes promised to stay on until he could wrap up specific negotiations in
Spain.328 Yet, in his letter to Hayes, Roosevelt thanked him for an excellent job as an
ambassador and recognized Hayes for his “…contribution to the war effort of the highest
importance.”329
Therefore, Hayes set to work, concluding various loose ends. Finally, on December 2,
1944, Hayes finalized the bilateral air agreement between Spain and the United States. This
action “…set a precedent and a norm for other air agreements of the future.”330 Also, in those
remaining weeks, Hayes was able to finalize the release of the Italian warships, calling that
moment the “…climax of my wartime mission in Spain. Spain’s neutrality was unquestionably
‘benevolent.”331 After spending nearly four years in Spain as an ambassador, the time had
arrived to leave. On January 13, 1945, Hayes spent his last full day in Spain. Four days later, he
boarded a ship bound for New Orleans for much-needed rest.332
From May 12, 1942, to January 14, 1945, Hayes thought of nothing but Spain. He had
focused hard on events ranging from menial to monumental. At first, he felt he was not prepared
for such a position, fighting hard against Sumner in early March 1942 when he could not fathom
himself in this position. However, he was motivated to perform the task out of a desire for a
challenge and feelings of civic duty. Hayes loved his country, and he recognized because of his
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knowledge of current events that Hitler was not to be stopped from his aims of world domination
without some help. It turned out that Hayes was the perfect fit for the position. In many ways,
Hayes was Roosevelt’s special weapon against a nation such as Spain. Roosevelt knew that
Germany had been trying to seduce Spain since the early days of the Spanish Civil War. If he
could not find the perfect individual to tap into the unique personality of Spain, Spain could side
with the Axis. Hayes was a Catholic historian who focused on nationalism, materialism, and
totalitarianism. He understood the religion, the history, and the very ideology of the people
without any training needed.
Upon entering the country and settling in, one of the first things he did was go out, take a
tour of the country, and get to know the people's views. That gave Hayes a unique perspective
on the actual wants and desires of the people. While Hayes had to contend with Franco and his
cabinet, Hayes also knew that the choices he made would also affect the average Spaniard. From
these interactions and negotiations with his staff and the State Department, he came to the
policies he set forth. The biggest was his decision not to interfere with the internal politics of
Spain. While this went contrary to what many Americans wanted him to do, it allowed him to
not appear as a threatening individual coming in to direct and control internal politics. Instead,
Hayes saw it as his sole purpose to keep Spain out of the war and keep it from joining the Axis.
While he may have disagreed with their internal politics, he took an unbiased approach to
achieve his goal. However, he occasionally slipped in specific actions to help the people. For
example, the Embassy spread propaganda showing the freedom of America, working to decrease
the presence of the Falange, and working on getting refugees out of war-torn Europe and getting
them to safety.
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Moreover, Hayes worked with the Spanish government to achieve a degree of change that
was initially seen as impossible. At the beginning of the war, Spain held a drastically more
pessimistic view of the United States, but by the end, Spain saw the United States as a friend.
Roosevelt knew that Germany had been grooming Spain to join them in the Axis as early as the
end of the Spanish Civil War. In Carlton J. H. Hayes, he had a perfect weapon to fight the Nazi
influence on Spain. Hayes was a Catholic historian who studied nationalism, materialism, and
totalitarianism. When he arrived in Spain, it was apparent that there was a definite Axis
presence. There were many mechanisms of control in the country that Germany and Italy held,
there were agents and ambassadors from the Axis powers, and the propaganda and the imagery
perpetuated the Axis’s dark ideology. Yet, Hayes systematically worked to dismantle this
presence and transform Spain into a nation of friendship. First, this involved decreasing the
Falange because it was seen as a system of control. Next, Hayes worked to economically
distance Spain from Germany by working on cutting off most of Germany’s supply of wolfram.
That further weakened Germany’s hold on Spain and Germany by reducing its materials to kill
and cause destruction. Additionally, Hayes helped to achieve this by never pushing Spain too
hard. While at times he had to get tough in negotiation, he always kept control over himself and
did not try to get more than was necessary.
By the war's end, Hayes had wholly changed how the country of Spain saw America,
freed countless refugees from persecution and possible death, and set in motion the possibility of
a peaceful period of friendship. Yet, things would prove anything but what he had envisioned.
After resigning, World War II would shortly end, Roosevelt would die prematurely into his
presidency, and a new administration would take the Presidency. Suddenly, the once strong
relationship began to crumble with Hayes out of the ambassadorship position. Moreover, this
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friendship was severely weakened when Spain was not allowed to be part of the United Nations
because of its tie to Germany during the war. That was further complicated by the beginning of
a constant Cold War against the USSR. It was in this chaos that Hayes entered his final years of
life.
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Chapter 5:
The Final Years of Carlton J. H. Hayes
1945-1964
By January 1945, Carlton J. H. Hayes had achieved what many believed impossible.
Hayes had not only kept Spain out of the war, but by the end of his ambassadorship, he had
managed to convince Spain to sever all forms of relations with Germany completely. Hayes
hoped that by doing this, Spain would distance itself from the Axis and work to improve its
image as a neutral nation, not belligerent. Moreover, during his ambassadorship, he helped to
create a relationship with Spain that promised to be fruitful and productive for both countries.
Yet, after a series of unforeseen events beginning with the death of Franklin D. Roosevelt early
into his fourth term, the skillful orchestration of this relationship was to be challenged by the
inauguration of Harry Truman and the premature conclusion of diplomatic relations with Spain
in the early years of the post-war era.
Nevertheless, while no longer an ambassador and limited in what he could do to improve
the situation, Hayes would endeavor over the next nineteen years to speak for the importance of
international relations and the necessity to fight the Communist threat to democratic values.
Hayes felt that the dangers of nationalistic ideology could be controlled only through the
cooperation of nations. In Hayes’s final work, Nationalism: A Religion, Hayes calls for
internationalism to work as a control mechanism for nationalism. With such a check on the
power of nationalism, it becomes extremely difficult for authoritarian governments to rise.
Moreover, with the war over, Hayes found that Communism was now their new target.
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Yet, when Hayes stepped down from the ambassadorship in January 1945 and put the
position under the care of Norman Armour, a competent diplomat, Hayes was mainly
preoccupied with the thought of returning home and returning to his beloved Afton, his students
at Columbia, and continuing to study nationalism. Before Hayes returned home to Jericho Farm
in Afton, media outlets all over the globe announced Hayes’s resignation from the
ambassadorship. Many Spanish newspapers published brief announcements and well-wishes to
Hayes and his future endeavors.1 In El Adelanto, the piece detailed the farewell given to Hayes
as part of the conclusion of his ambassadorship. The article stated that during his
ambassadorship, Hayes demonstrated excellent comprehension of the Spanish culture through an
effort to understand the character and virtues of the religion and traditions of the country.2 The
article also mentioned as a gift; Hayes was given a painting of himself done by the Spanish
painter Ignacio Zuloaga.3
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Figure 10: Photograph of Carlton J. H. Hayes painting by Ignacio Zuloaga.4

After arriving in the United States and settling back at his tranquil Jericho Farm, Hayes
started collecting his thoughts on the past few years. In late February 1945, Hayes sent Franklin
D. Roosevelt a memorandum reflecting upon “…certain important aspects of Spain’s
international and domestic position, with special reference to Spanish-American relations.”5 The
points mentioned in the memorandum become various talking points in his forthcoming Wartime
Mission in Spain. In this memorandum, Hayes noted that it was his understanding that most
Spaniards desired to stay out of the international struggle, avoid a resurgence of the Spanish
Civil War, and be friendly with English-speaking nations.6 In this memorandum, Hayes relayed
to Roosevelt that Franco’s role in the entire mission was not to be “underestimated.”7 Hayes
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informed Roosevelt that Franco was cautious and clever, and through this cleverness, “…he
[Franco] has succeeded in keeping Spain from foreign and domestic war during an
extraordinarily trying period.”8
From here, Hayes used the memorandum to summarize 1942-1944, explaining how
Spain’s initial non-belligerency was a proper barrier to successful military actions in North
Africa. Furthermore, he stated that by the end of 1944, Spain had successfully drifted toward
neutrality, and with it came movements that removed it from affiliation with Germany.9 Hayes
explains further that by July 1944, Spain had devoted itself to “benevolent neutrality” and was
dedicated to creating a peaceful and productive relationship with other nations.10 Most of the
article then defined what important roles Spain could play in future relations.11 Finally, Hayes
concluded the memorandum by explaining that the United States positioned itself as a worldwide
leader as the World War progressed.12 By moving into this position, Hayes claims that it is more
favorable that “…our Government, particularly our Department of State, should strengthen and
make more effective its liaison with the American press and other fashioners of American public
opinion and thereby contribute actively toward making and keeping that opinion well and wisely
informal.”13 Hayes was wise to mention this aspect of relations between nations because he had
learned from his time in Spain and the United States that public opinion was a mighty tool in
spreading lies and rumors that form false news stories. This spreading of untruthful statements
causes one nation to misunderstand another.
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Approximately two weeks later, Roosevelt responded to Hayes’s letter and memorandum.
Roosevelt informed Hayes that he was genuinely proud of Hayes’s “diplomatic achievements”
and that he valued Hayes’s recommendations for future policies toward Spain.14 However, in his
concluding paragraph, Roosevelt informed Hayes that regardless of what the policy eventually
looked like, “…I believe that you will agree that at present it must inevitably take account of the
fact that the present regime in Spain is one which is repugnant to American ideas of democracy
and good government.”15
Hayes continued to involve himself with the developments in Spain even though he was
no longer the ambassador. However, one can see a clue as to what was possible regarding future
policies in a letter from Franklin Roosevelt to Norman Armour. On March 10th, Roosevelt sent a
letter to Norman Armour, the new Ambassador to Spain. Roosevelt let Armour know his
“frank” views on American relations with Spain in this letter. Roosevelt explained to Armour
that he must understand that Spain was helped to its current position by its association with Nazi
Germany and Fascist Italy.16 Therefore, he must realize that everyone is skeptical of Spain and
is often confused by why the United States continues to associate with such a nation.17
Roosevelt explained that America should not forgive, forget, or condone the initial language of
Franco’s speeches condemning America or democratic principles, for such language is repulsive
and offensive.18 Roosevelt concluded by explaining that the hope was to create economic bonds
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between Spain and the United States and hope that they continue to distance themselves from
their past behavior further.19
April 1945 was a genuinely eventful month for Hayes. First, on April 12, 1945, Franklin
D. Roosevelt died after his long battle with complications from polio. Hayes remembered
Roosevelt as a great asset and someone who saw in him the skills that were necessary for Hayes
to be a successful ambassador to Spain. Also, April 1945 was the month that Hayes was elected
president of the American Historical Association. This election was truly groundbreaking in
many areas. First, Hayes was the first Catholic elected to the presidency of the American
Historical Association.20 However, the work involved in getting Hayes elected to this position
was indeed a monumental task. In 1944, Hayes was nominated for President of the American
Historical Association.21 However, three of the nominating committee members were not overly
fond of Hayes and therefore nominated Sidney B. Fay for the position.22 In “Minutes of the
Business Meeting of the American Historical Association,” it is revealed that many people were
hesitant to elect Hayes because many believed that “…Hayes was so skillful as an ambassador he
must have been a Fascist or a pro-Fascist.”23 That was not the only reason given for not wanting
Hayes elected President. Other reasons include Hayes’s Catholic faith.24 Many believed that
Hayes’s Catholic faith would cause him to sympathize with the Spanish and would counteract
the prevailing anti-Spanish sentiment at the time.25 Nevertheless, Fay did not want the position
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of President; Vice-President was sufficient for him; however, the voting continued between Fay
and Hayes.26 In the end, Hayes was elected President of the American Historical Association
with a vote of 110 to 66.27
Arthur Hughes proposed that putting prejudices aside allowed those in attendance at
Hayes’s Presidential Address in front of the American Historical Association at the Willard
Hotel in Washington, D.C., to witness the climax of Hayes’s career.28 Hayes’s Address, “The
American Frontier-Frontier of What?” was a radical take on Turner’s Thesis.29 Hayes explained
that the Turner thesis states that “…our democracy and social progress and national mores have
been chiefly, if unconsciously, the creation of frontiersman, as these, in an epic sweep westward
across the continent, successfully wrested new free lands from the wilderness and the Indians
and there ‘…set up institutions relatively free from coercion by either law or habit.”30 Hayes
explained that by accepting this interpretation, American historians were incorrectly
indoctrinating society to believe in this nationalistic interpretation of the very definition of
“frontier.”31 Hayes argued that for way too long the emphasis on the American desire to explore
the “frontier” and settle it has become a false symbol of some unique identity not seen anywhere
else.32 Hayes argued in his address that seeing the American expansion and growth as unique
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has contributed to America becoming isolated intellectually from the truth and the rest of the
world.33
Hayes explained that this particular form of nationalism is entirely different from the
form found in Europe. Hayes stated that American nationalism is lusty and artificial.34 By
“lusty,” Hayes was implying that nationalism was seductive since it was very easy to see
America as better than other nations. It was found in the textbooks and how children were
taught, but he was trying to explain that this superiority was “artificial” or not real. In reality, it
was better to work with other nations because this decreases the strength of nationalistic ideology
and allows for mutual respect to develop between nations. In Europe, according to Hayes,
everyone is aware of belonging to “…a particular nationality, with distinctive language and
traditions, and nationalism has been a more or less natural flowering of the consciousness of
nationality.”35 Yet, Hayes argues that in the United States, a nation of people from many
different backgrounds, everyone focuses more on being American and often becomes blind and
“inoculated” against “…Europe and built up an isolationist state of mind.”36 Hayes elaborated
on this concept by explaining that over the “…past seventy years [there] has been the tendency to
turn away from European themes and to concentrate strictly on American.”37
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Hayes commented on this statement by referencing how at the very moment (December
1945), politicians who were “…addicted to Fourth of July oratory” were working to refashion
the existing curriculum to focus more on American history and less on any other form of
history.38 Then, Hayes gets to the main argument of his address. Hayes explained that American
history could only truly be understood in connection with European history.39 Hayes blasted the
calls by political leaders to “…intensify an intellectual isolationism.”40 Hayes explained that the
field of history was a prime culprit in perpetuating this intellectual isolationism. He explained
that many people still see history in the view of the “Old World” and “New World.”41 Hayes
stated that this ideology is antiquated and incorrect and that Americans are merely modern
Europeans living in America, a frontier of Europe.42
In concluding statements, Hayes argued that America is part of an Atlantic Community.
According to Hayes, it was in this Atlantic Community that one can find the best chances of
“peace and economic progress.”43 Instead of seeing things from the “myopic” perspective of
nationalism, the Atlantic Community would work toward a middle ground where all peoples
could come together and trade in an environment free from prejudice and hostility. However,
this utopian language was not all he said after his address. Instead, he gave more concrete
proclamations as to what could be done in historical teaching to contribute to forming an Atlantic
Community. For example, Hayes explained that instead of studying America with its origins
being found in the political aspirations for a new nation, it should originate from the days of the
ancient Greeks through the influence of the first Christians. Furthermore, Hayes believed that
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society could only see America as a direct continuation of Europe, not a particular case that is
unique and isolated.44
The year 1945 also saw the publication of Hayes’s account of his time in Spain. Wartime
Mission in Spain, 1942-1945, covered the events of Hayes’s ambassadorship. The book explains
his reception of the letter from Sumner Welles to his last day in Spain and chronicles every
detail.45 In many ways, this book could be considered autobiographical because it was based
upon a journal he kept throughout his ambassadorship and utilized various letters, news articles,
and official documents. The book set off a firestorm of commentary. Considering the book
covered such a sensitive topic, it would have been difficult for Hayes to avoid upsetting
someone. While Wartime Mission in Spain received negative reviews from Nation and
American Historical Review, some saw merit in the book.46 Yet some spoke of the book with
more of an encouraging tone. Charles H. Ellis, Jr. stated in a review in December 1945 that the
job of a diplomat during that period would have been highly complex.47 Ellis, Jr. attributes this
complexity to the nature of Spain being in-between the Allies and Axis powers and each side
pitching their views to Spain.48 Yet, Ellis, Jr. states that Hayes should not get the credit for
solely influencing Franco to make changes in his perspective. Ellis, Jr. explains that in the
United States, it was the predominant opinion that Hayes’s foreign policy was too “soft” on
Franco. Still, Ellis, Jr. commends Hayes for clearing up this false accusation.49 Ellis, Jr. states
that Hayes informed the reader that he was merely following the policy set in place by the State
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Department. Therefore, according to Ellis, Jr., Hayes was removing some criticism of being too
“soft” from himself and placing it on the State Department.50 However, a thorough reading of
Wartime Mission in Spain shows that Hayes used his intuition and the State Department’s policy
as a guideline. In his conclusion, Ellis, Jr. takes on a more pessimistic opinion of Hayes and
implies that he is cautious of Hayes’s statement that Spain wanted to cultivate a friendship.51
On the contrary, the Spanish press seemed to find Wartime Mission in Spain a true
accomplishment for Hayes, and the reviews seemed to indicate a fondness for Hayes. Agustin
Martinez claimed that Hayes was impartial and was a first-rate diplomat who contributed
significantly to the government of General Franco.52 However, the propaganda is evident in the
reviews because it attributes a good deal of the decision to keep Spain out of the war to Franco.
For example, instead of attributing Hayes’s influence to the reason Spain stayed out of the war,
Agustin Martinez states that “Franco considered that Spain could not take part in the fight if
Hitler did not submit to Franco’s demands.53 This evidence shows that the United States and
Spain had contrasting opinions of what Hayes did during his ambassadorship. Spain represented
him as a fair and impartial figure. At the same time, the United States saw him as being too
lenient and not pushing hard enough to get Spain to end the dictatorship and return to something
more characteristic of a democracy. However, the United States did not understand that Hayes
understood what the Spanish wanted from the ambassadorship. Instead, Hayes used their
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nationalistic desires to appeal to the Spanish government and keep them from returning to their
relationship with Germany. Furthermore, the American public was invigorated by fear and
distrust of Spain, which prevented them from appreciating what Hayes was trying to achieve in
Spain. Their prejudice and ignorance blinded them. They were merely focusing on what they
wanted Hayes to do, compared to what he was achieving of mutual benefit for both Spain and the
United States.
The friendship that Hayes wanted between Spain and the United States was tarnished
when in January 1946, Spain was banned from membership in the United Nations or anything
associated with the United Nations.54 The United States quickly complied and removed Armour
from Spain, and the United States would not resume relations for many years. That infuriated
Hayes, and he began a crusade to restore Spain to a position of friendship.55 The same month
that Spain was barred from the United Nations, Hayes published an article in which he pushed
for a transatlantic block of states with similar ideologies.56
In addition to working on improving relations with Spain, the years 1946-1964
represented a series of years that Hayes won recognition for his accomplishments in the field of
history over the previous decades. For example, on March 30, 1946, Hayes was awarded the
Notre Dame Laetare Medal.57 This prestigious award is awarded to an “outstanding American
Catholic” every year, and in 1946 Notre Dame chose Hayes.58 At the ceremony, Father J. Hugh
O’Donnell stated that the award was given to Hayes for his dedication to Catholicism, his pre-
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eminence as a historian, and his “brilliant discharge” of his duties as ambassador during the
war.59
Age and his wartime mission in Spain took a tremendous toll on Hayes’s health. After
returning to the United States in 1945, Hayes resumed teaching in the fall but part-time. It is also
evident from a letter between himself and Nicholas Butler that he was in poor health during the
summer of 1946 and was told to relax and recuperate.60 In a series of letters between Hayes and
Butler, Butler asked Hayes about his health.61 Hayes responded on May 9th, "I feel I have been
trying to do too much during the last few months. At any rate, I am still laid up.”62 Hayes then
assured his friend that he would be in better health by September and ready to resume work at
Columbia.63 However, as time passes, Hayes begins to have more and more “spells” of
infirmity. Hayes comes down with another sickness less than a year later, and a letter from
March 5, 1947, written by an unknown individual to Hayes, informs him that Hayes’s wife told
them that he had “…to go to bed and take it easy again.”64 This person informed Hayes that they
would pray for him and sit by his bedside if needed.65 The unknown individual even stated that
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it only made sense for Hayes to be so sickly, considering how hard he had worked over the
previous months.66
In April 1949, Hayes’s health must have been on the mend. One event during this month
was that on April 15, 1949, Hayes helped by breaking ground in his local Afton, NY, on a new
church. The church, to be named St. Agnes Catholic Church, was something that Hayes wanted
for many years in Afton. Therefore, in the picture below, one can see Hayes breaking ground in
the church.

Figure 11: Carlton J. H. Hayes (with the shovel) breaking ground for construction of St. Agnes Catholic Church in Afton, NY.
April 15, 1949.67

By 1949, Hayes began slowly removing himself from activities outside his teaching and
public speaking requirements. On May 27, 1949, Hayes resigned as a member of the Board of
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Trustees of Canterbury School.68 In a letter to Hayes from Francis T. Carmody, Carmody
mentioned that it was at this point that Hayes was also looking at retiring from Columbia.69
There is also evidence in this letter that Hayes must have been experiencing some health ailment
because Carmody stated, “Naturally, we all understand the reasons that prompted your
resignation and unanimously feel that you should be free from the responsibility of membership
on the Board….”70 Carmody continued and thanked Hayes for his assistance in creating the
Canterbury School as a “…School as a medium of Catholic action.”71 At the same time, Hayes
was trimming his schedule of extraneous obligations, which did not mean he was without the
same dedication and zeal he had as a youth.
Later that year, on November 12, Hayes accepted the Cardinal Gibbons Medal at
Catholic University.72 This medal was awarded every year to a deserving Roman Catholic.
After receiving the award, Hayes gave a rousing speech that burned with the same fury of his
younger years. In the speech, Hayes claimed that the decision to withhold Federal aid to
education was “perverted,” and human liberty and freedoms were being stolen.73 Hayes blamed
this loss of freedom upon various “New Deals” and “Fair Deals,” and Hayes saw these deals as a
movement of American politics toward socialism.74 Hayes felt that with the continued presence
of Joseph Stalin, he was no worse an enemy than Hitler or Mussolini.75 These statements are
undoubtedly attractive. Here Hayes seemed to have departed from a pro-Roosevelt view, and
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gone against his remarks during the war, in his push to see Stalin as the enemy. Throughout the
war, he constantly told Franco and Jordana that Hitler was the enemy and Russia was not the
problem, and now Hayes begins to switch direction on his perspectives. However, one may be
led to assume that he saw with Hitler gone, Communism was the second form of nationalistic
ideology that needed to be eradicated.

Figure 12: Carlton J. H. Hayes on the last day of teaching. He retired in 195076

In the year 1950, Hayes retired from Columbia University. Thus, ending an impressive
43 years of association with Columbia. Hayes had spent most of his life tied to the university.
First, Hayes started as an eager youthful face in 1900, and by 1907 Hayes was teaching his own
students. Moreover, it was at Columbia where Hayes met his wife, whom he married in 1920.
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As a thank you, many of Hayes’s former students and individuals he had inspired worked
together to publish Nationalism and Internationalism: Essays Inscribed to Carlton J. H. Hayes.
The book consisted of seventeen chapters by fellow friends, students, and colleagues, and each
discussed a different component of nationalism or internationalism. Yet, Hayes was far from
done with his pursuits to understand nationalism. Retirement opened up his schedule to focus
more on his pursuit of understanding the world around him.
With retirement, Hayes was given a chance to leave the hustle and bustle and return to his
Jericho Farm in Afton, New York. It is here that Hayes would spend the rest of his life. On
Memorial Day, 1950, Hayes was given the duty of giving a speech in Afton. While short, his
address speaks to the United States' overall status. Hayes first asked those in attendance what is
meant by the phrase “our country.”77 Hayes answered his question when he explained to those in
attendance that “our country” represented the United States and its many states and territorial
possessions. Then Hayes goes into a descriptive spree explaining that Afton was just a tiny
sample of what “our country” truly represents. Here, Hayes got serious and presented to those in
attendance that, just like the small community of Afton, “…a full quota of stalwarts to serve the
nation as soldiers, sailors, or marines. Some have never returned, they lie in distant fields or in
ocean bed.”78 With this imagery, Hayes helped those in attendance understand that the loss of
life in past wars has been catastrophic. His imagery allowed those present to comprehend the
scale of loss and to sympathize that those lost will never return home again. Finally, Hayes
doubles down on the imagery and metaphorical language when he explains that some have
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arrived home. Still, they are not filled with the same life as found in the graveyards and
cemeteries all over the nation.79
Next, Hayes gave a warning to those in attendance. He stated that while everyone would
love to believe that those who fought and died in previous wars secured peace and guaranteed
that war would never return, they are sorely mistaken.80 Hayes boldly explained that the
“…crusades in which we engaged have been only partially successful.”81 Hayes then drops the
metaphorical bomb on the audience. Hayes stated that “…we have not won an enduring peace.
There remains a smoldering ‘cold war’ which at the time may blaze into a hot war that will
engulf the whole world, Afton included.”82 Here, Hayes was letting everyone know the real and
ever-present likelihood that the existing relations with Russia could turn into a war that would
further take the lives of fellow Aftonites or more Americans.
Hayes then appealed to those in attendance that freedom and democracy are most visible
in small communities like Afton.

83

Hayes informed the audience that in the small communities,

freedom, democracy, and American ideals are the strongest, and it is in these communities that
they will find those most dedicated to protecting the institutions that they all hold dear.84 Finally,
he told those in attendance to stand up for proper democratic values and push against the
Communist threat.85 This address was rather dark and ominous for a Memorial Day celebration.
However, Hayes attempted to let people see that war was still possible if society became too
relaxed and did not fight against the onslaught of Russian Communism.
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By the 1950s, America started to reestablish a relationship with Spain slowly. While the
immediate post-war years saw relations removed because of the fear of the spread of
Communism, the 1950s saw America again returning to Spain as a possible source of
camaraderie. One example of this can be found in a letter that Hayes received early in January
1951 from José F. de Lequerica. Lequerica informed Hayes that he had formally presented his
credentials to President Truman, and he had officially become Spanish Ambassador to the United
States.86 In this letter, Lequerica also reiterated how truly indebted Spain was to Hayes and that
he was the reason for the “…better relations between the United States and Spain….”87 This
statement again proved that assistance from the United States was valued significantly in Spain,
while in the United States, Hayes’s mission was received more negatively.
With the improvement of relations, Hayes published his book, The United States and
Spain: An Interpretation, in late 1951. This book revolved around a series of lectures he gave
throughout 1951 at Holy Cross College.88 Unfortunately, this book was highly divisive. Even
Arthur Hughes found The United States and Spain: An Interpretation overly sympathetic to
Spain and was not critical of Franco.89 Hughes explained that the book was Hayes using his
status and position to try to put his word behind a cause.90 However, not everyone felt that way
about the book. Those reviewing the book at the time of its publication focused merely on what
was said in the book. One reviewer stated that the book is apologetic for Franco for sure. Still,
the text reiterated Hayes’s common theme of the need to establish an “…alliance of the
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democracies of the North Atlantic and thus to create a solid freedom-loving bloc capable of
resisting aggression.”91
That is just one example of the letters and reviews Hayes received in response to the
book's publication. A review from December 22, 1951, was critical of Hayes’s pro-Franco slant
and general discussion of current events in Spain but claimed that the book was what was needed
in the world right now.92 The reviewer explained that the book's goal was to educate people
about Spain, dispel lies and rumors, and reveal to people that the United States could rid the
world of Communism by partnering with Spain.93 Hayes received a letter in early December
1951 from “Marie R. Madden” in which she put Hayes to task over a bibliographic entry that he
labeled as a “…somewhat naïve and gullible defense of Spanish foreign policy.”94 She felt that
Hayes was not following proper protocol in historical writing because he did not discuss foreign
policy, the topic of España Tenía Razón by Don José María Doussiñgue.95 However, the
commentary and anger surrounding the book did not stop with these mixed reviews.
In early 1952, the commentary on The United States and Spain: An Interpretation was
built to such a level that it created literal arguments and debates within editorial pages. The
dispute originated in February of 1952 when C. Harvey Gardiner was tasked with reviewing
Hayes’s The United States and Spain: An Interpretation. However, Gardiner took real issue
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with the content of the book and, in his review, accused Hayes of being naïve and misleading.96
However, an unnamed editor of the St. Louis Post-Dispatch stormed back at Mr. Gardiner,
leading Mr. Gardiner to respond.97 The editor started his response by informing Mr. Gardiner
that just because what Hayes wrote in his book offends him does not mean that what he said is
inaccurate. Instead, the editor reminded Gardiner that he must remember that “…much of the
reporting on modern Spain, on both sides, has been dangerously slanted.”98 The editor then
continued by educating Mr. Gardiner on the proper historical procedure, stating that Hayes has
more years of experience as a historian and deserves a modicum of respect for his academic and
ambassadorial accomplishments.99
The editor’s comments infuriated Mr. Gardiner. Gardiner fired back at the editor and
called him a coward for not revealing his name, and Gardiner exclaimed how an editor has the
right to question someone’s historical expertise.100 From here, Mr. Gardiner began explaining
that he has the absolute best understanding of the history of Spain, and he is more than qualified
to make such statements concerning the underwhelming quality of Hayes’s work.101 Moreover,
Mr. Gardiner spoke out against Hayes’s Catholic faith by stating that for much of Hayes’s career,
he wrote nothing about Spain, and “…Mr. Hayes was catholic (note the lower case ‘c’) in his
approach to history.”102 Mr. Gardiner then questioned whether Hayes was a faithful Catholic and
felt that he must be more honest with his faith. Then Mr. Gardiner admitted that he used to
admire Hayes for his scholarship, but he thinks that he has become infatuated with the power of
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his name in recent years.103 Mr. Gardiner then concluded by speaking in condescending tones to
the critic and Carlton J. H. Hayes, informing them that he would be better than everyone one
day.104 This outburst is just one example of people's mentality during the Cold War's early years.
During this period, many people were cautious of anything foreign to America. Thus they were
hesitant to see any work that spoke about a foreign nation, especially a nationalistic country, in a
positive light. However, this was the point of Hayes’s book The United States and Spain. It was
to show that such isolations would further contribute to the power of the Cold War and further
strengthen negative ideologies such as Communism and Nationalism.
The controversy surrounding this book may be why several years passed before Hayes
published any significant books. In the meantime, in the years 1952 through 1960, Hayes was
mainly busy making public speeches, receiving various awards, and occasionally working on his
autobiography. On April 1, 1952, Hayes received the Grand Cross of Alfonso X from Spain.105
Hayes received this award in recognition of his wartime mission to Spain, keeping the Spanish
out of the war, and working to improve U.S.-Spanish relations constantly.106 The following year
in September 1953, Hayes received a letter from Ambassador Lequerica, thanking him again for
his continued dedication to Spain.107 Coincidently, it was five days later that Spain and the
United States further improved relations with an agreement between the two nations. With
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economic, political, and military support from the United States, Spain would allow the United
States to set up several military bases within Spain.108 On September 1954, Hayes attended an
event for the American Association of University Women, where he discussed the condition of
the United States and how it should prioritize improving its nation before trying to fix others.109
In addition to speaking at events and receiving awards, Hayes used the decade from 1950
to 1960 to create a legacy of his accomplishments. In 1955, Hayes was approached about the
possibility of creating a lecture series, and his name would be ascribed to that lecture series. 110
The series was called The Carlton Hayes Historical Lecture Series, and in this series, many
lecturers would discuss topics relevant at the time. However, it appears that there is no longer a
Carlton Hayes Historical Lecture Series, or one was never established based on current records.
Nothing says legacy more than children and grandchildren. Apparently, in 1955, Hayes must
have lost a grandchild because Carlton’s wife Evelyn received a letter in May 1955 that
explained that Carlton had given an excellent address two nights before in front of an audience at
Hunter College.111 There is also mention of the loss of the “little grandchild,” and Carlton
maintained composure despite being visibly upset.112
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In 1957, Carlton J. H. Hayes wrote a short book about Afton, New York. This short book
covered the town's origins, how it was an unincorporated village until the nineteenth century, its
native past, and how the city grew and prospered.113 It is apparent from how this book was
written that Hayes took great care to tell the story of his hometown, where he grew up, and let
the rest of the world know why he loved the area so much. In addition, he occasionally worked
into the text brief biographical information mentioning his father as the first mayor and his
family origins.114
One of Hayes’s last major works was the publication of Nationalism: A Religion in 1960.
This book took Hayes’s chapter in Essays on Nationalism, expanded it, and included research
and findings he had made over the years. As it turns out, this was Hayes’s last work on
nationalism. Thus, his final attempt was to educate the masses about how nationalism has
replaced religion. In the book's opening pages, Hayes explained that “…I think the broadly
historical is the best and most helpful approach to an intelligent understanding of nationalism, of
how and why it has become the paramount preoccupation of the world today.”115 Here, Hayes
was informing the reader that, to him, only through intellectual pursuits of an answer to a
concept such as nationalism can one understand why it continued to permeate society.
Throughout the book, Hayes defined nationalism, and the differences between nationality and
nationalism, a differentiation he discovered early in his career.116 In the second chapter of
Nationalism: A Religion, Hayes explained how nationalism existed in a religious sense. For
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example, Hayes explained the unique religious zeal that Communists had for that political and
economic system and compared it to the benefits and detrimental aspects of nationalism.117
From this point forward, Hayes began to go much more in-depth on the evolution of
nationalism and its various components, from its origins in tribalism to its growth out of
rebellion against Christendom and how revolutionary France replaced religion with
nationalism.118 From here, Hayes, in subsequent chapters, traced this evolution and change from
the 19th century up to his current time.119 In the concluding chapters of Nationalism: A Religion,
Hayes explained that everywhere one looks, one can see evidence of nationalism.120 Hayes
explained that nationalism, “…like any religion, calls into play not simply the will, but the
intellect, the imagination, and the emotions.”121 Since it uses these factors, nationalism is easily
incorporated into a person's identity. To Hayes, when these ideas are continually reinforced in
subsequent generations, it becomes difficult for people to remove themselves from this way of
thinking. Here, Hayes answered a question that had started him down this path many decades
before. Why would a person give their life for a cause? To this, the now elderly historian
answers that human beings “… do not normally and willingly give their lives for economic gain.
The supreme sacrifice is oftenest paid for an ideal and in response to a religious sense; and the
best and final proof of the religious character of modern nationalism is the unquestioning
willingness with which all manner of its devotees have laid down their lives in battle fields of the
last hundred and seventy years.”122
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Hayes explained that all the wars of the 19th and 20th centuries could have been averted
by a willingness to observe internationalism and respect that each nation has its worth and
unique qualities. To disregard one because it does not fit with one nation’s understanding of
proper is incorrect. Hayes explained that in small amounts and when tempered with
internationalism, some degree of nationalism is perfectly acceptable. Hayes ended with this final
statement; he exclaimed, "…professed Christians need to take their religion seriously and to seek
to maintain it as a true world religion. They cannot allow their own natural patriotism to become
imbued with racialism or jingoism or other marks of the worst kind of nationalism.”123 To
Hayes, nationalism, the concept that he had been chasing for decades, can be controlled by a
balance between Christian vigilance and mutual respect for the identity of all persons and
nations.
There is not much information about the last four years of Hayes’s life. However, Hayes
must have started experiencing bouts of health issues similar to the ones he experienced not long
after he resigned from the ambassadorship. While he certainly had the financial means for help,
it seemed that years of stress in Spain, his extreme work ethic, and his constant quest to figure
out more finally took their toll. On September 3, 1964, Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes died at
Sidney Hospital in Sidney, New York.124 According to two sources, the death was associated
with a “heart ailment.”125 Suddenly, many news outlets began writing their version of Hayes’s
life in obituaries and memorial articles.126 Much of the information in the articles and obituaries
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mentioned Hayes’s origins in Afton, New York, his undying dedication to Columbia, his role as
ambassador in Spain, and his scholarly focus on nationalism.127 However, there is a significant
disparity in the details surrounding his conversion to Catholicism, some saying he was a teenager
and others just in his “youth.”128 There is some mention of his military service during World
War I, but that is often brief to a few sentences.129
While many people knew Hayes by his significant accomplishments and areas of study,
few people understood Hayes. On the surface, Hayes was seen as a historian, former ambassador
to Spain, Catholic, and an advocate for international cooperation. However, Hayes’s time in
Spain made him strive for internationalism to replace nationalism. He saw nationalism as an
isolating ideology and internationalism as the perfect contrast to nationalism. Throughout the
later years of his life, even after his resignation as ambassador, he continued to constantly push
for the importance of Spain to the United States, and he served as a strong advocate for Spain
into the early Cold War period. This is evidenced by the number of letters sent to Hayes from
Spanish dignitaries thanking him for his devotion to improving U.S.-Spanish relations. Even
when Spain was not allowed to join the United Nations in the early post-war years, Hayes
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advocated for the necessity of inclusion of Spain in international relations. However, his
constant push for the inclusion of Spain as an essential contributor to the world made some
people see Hayes as anti-American or even nationalist. However, Hayes advocated for
international relations over the ostracism of nationalist ideology.
Yet, there was more to Hayes than what the public saw or thought. Roughly ten years
before his death, Hayes was featured in an article for Courier Magazine. In this article, the
author Edna Albrecht gives a clue as to what Hayes truly cared about in the later years of his life.
Albrecht says, “…Dr. Hayes speaks little of his achievements and more of the village where he
was born.”130 Albrecht was correct. Hayes spent much of his later years working on a short
forty-page book on his beloved Afton and not composing an autobiography that would have let
people know more about him. Therefore, it is only fitting that a week after Hayes died, a young
Aftonite would write a more fitting memorial for Hayes. In this memorial, one will not find
discussions of nationalism, ambassadorships, or European history. Instead, one will find the
simple and honest assessment of a simple man from Afton who followed his ambitions to
become a historian and ambassador when called upon. Yet, when he retired, all Hayes could
think about was going home.
Pavan For A Great Aftonite
As I remember him, he was a big, tall man,
With hair as white as angel’s wings
And a clear loud voice as proud as can be
That sang gently through the air
Like the chorus of God’s own symphony
Heard through Heaven itself.
He brought the peace of God’s Kingdom
To our world to make it a better waiting place
Edna Albrecht, “A Historian Who Has Made History: Dr. Hayes, of Afton, Has Led a Full, Rich Life,”
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Before entering the Most High which
Opens its doors only to the deserving
Of which he was and helped other people to be
Through education and politics.
As a child I compared him to story book wisemen
Who were always sought for their
Discreet advice for ones lost in hardships,
But himself, chaste and meek as can be,
Would rather be noted as “a dirt farmer from Afton”
And would not himself let conceit be his guide.
We, the less and unimportant subjects of
Our great Creator, must not let
Voracity overcome us and lead us into a life of greed
But must remember that he belongs to the Heavens
And since he has been called,
Oh Lord, we regretfully give him to You.131
Perhaps it is only fitting that Hayes’s tombstone is so simple. One would think that
someone with so many accomplishments and prestige would want a grave marker that reflects
these achievements. However, Hayes’s simple origins and typical upbringing made him like
everyone else. Who was Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes to be proud or boastful? There is still
one more question that must be answered. Why is it that someone who accomplished so much in
life, ranging from academic to political, why is Hayes not more commonly discussed in modern
scholarship? With what he achieved in history, the pioneering study of nationalism, and his
work as an ambassador, he deserves to be remembered. Hayes deserves a legacy.
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Figure 13: Grave of Carlton J. H. Hayes132
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Chapter 6:
Conclusion:
The Legacy of Carlton J. H. Hayes
Carlton Joseph Huntly Hayes was born in 1882 to a world on the cusp of modernity.
Throughout his youth, he would see electricity replace lamps as a light source, and he would see
the car take over as a prime method of transportation. Hayes would see his little village of Afton
grow from completely isolated to a town with connections. Moreover, Hayes’s little family
would experience this growth, and his father would revel in the fantastic wonders of
technological innovation. Once Hayes went to college, he became exposed to various new ideas
and interpretations. Many of these ideas would challenge his prior beliefs and would cause him
to ultimately change. As a young man, his studies forced him to see the world in a new light.
Specifically, the way history and religion were finely connected and how he was not satisfied
with the Protestantism of his parents. Therefore, by his 21st birthday, Hayes had not only
converted to Catholicism but had also found a focus of his life, history.
Upon beginning his graduate studies, Hayes was challenged by his professors, William
Shepherd, James Harvey Robinson, and Charles Beard. Their influences forced him to adopt a
more liberal and open-minded perspective. Where he was content as a younger man to support
the Republican party because that was what his family did, now he was more willing to question
the ideas posed by Republican candidates. However, Hayes’s professors did more than force
Hayes to consider new political parties. Hayes learned from them that history could help
someone understand current events. This, New History, opened Hayes’s mind to the possibilities
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of history and its applications in the world; suddenly, all of Hayes’s work was filled with his
attempt to apply this concept. Much of Hayes’s early work is filled with the language of the New
History school of thought. The entire goal of Hayes’s article, “The History of German Socialism
Reconsidered,” is to look at the evolution of German Socialism through the lens of the New
History perspective.1 Throughout the article, and especially in the introduction of the article, he
plainly states that the motivation was to view a past even in a “…new light, in the light of the
present world conflagration, and to present certain facts which, although they have escaped
popular attention, may afford an illuminating commentary on the gradual elimination of the
tactics and policies that in an earlier day had made German Social Democracy feared and hated
and thoroughly disreputable.”2 However, New History was not to be Hayes’s main focus for his
career.
With the beginning of World War I, Hayes began to stray from the study of New History
and began to experiment with the study of nationalism; it is with this topic that Hayes would
spend most of his career. Then between World War I and World War II, Hayes’s parents died;
he married, started a family, and continued to study nationalism. By 1942, he was a middle-aged
man, and suddenly, a new chapter was opened in his life. Hayes was going to spend almost four
years as an ambassador to Spain.
In this capacity, Hayes was instrumental in keeping Spain out of the war and keeping
Spain from joining the Axis powers. While initially hesitant to take the position, he chose to
take the job because of a feeling of civic duty, curiosity, and, one could even argue, a degree of
patriotic pride. Although this role was not easy, it forced Hayes to use all of the tricks he had
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learned as a professor and historian. It required him to be unbiased, organized, and logical, the
skills of a great historian. Moreover, his study of nationalism caused him to succeed with Franco
and the nationalistic Spanish government. Moreover, his Catholic faith allowed him to create
another link to the Spanish people and not seem so predatory to the fearful Spaniards who
thought Hayes would enter the country and try to make changes immediately.
After the ambassadorship, Hayes returned home to New York and immediately tried to
return to his everyday life and routine. However, after the ambassadorship, Hayes had achieved
a degree of popularity and celebrity with which he was unfamiliar. While Hayes received some
prestige and attention with his books, articles, and lectures, none of it was equal to the publicity
he had received as part of the ambassadorship. After retiring in 1950, Hayes quickly began
slowly distancing himself from the public, and he began to leave various organizations that had
once given him so much joy. These organizations include being a trustee on the Board for the
Canterbury school that supported young Catholics and his beloved National Conference of
Christians and Jews, which worked to encourage inter-faith relations. However, Hayes was now
an older man who deserved to enjoy his final years. However, he was constantly required to
attend various ceremonies and receive rewards and recognition, and in many ways, all Hayes
wanted to do was return to Afton, his birthplace. Therefore, it is only fitting that he spends his
final years in Afton, and it is here that he is buried.
Very quickly, it seems Hayes's accomplishments are overshadowed and forgotten.
Despite his achievements in the academic and political spectrum, the only people to come
remotely close to writing about his accomplishments of Hayes were Arthur Hughes and John
Paul Willson in 1969 and 1970. However, years passed, and nothing of significant length or
value was produced. It seems that Hayes was not given the recognition that he deserved. Hayes
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was a substantial and valuable contributor to history and intellectual pursuits of the early 20th
century.
Carlton J. H. Hayes was a historian, professor, and American ambassador during World
War II. He was instrumental in educating people about the dangers of nationalism, militarism,
and totalitarianism. Hayes was important in rejuvenating an old and antiquated education
system. Additionally, Hayes worked to keep Spain out of World War II. However, Hayes is
missing from modern scholarship. Why? Could it be that many people of the early 20th century
were skeptical of his Catholic faith, thus, deciding to discuss the achievements of a Protestant
instead? Or did they pay attention to Roosevelt because he was the President, and they
overlooked the ambassador's work? Perhaps Hayes has been forgotten because he dealt with
Spain during World War II and not a more widely discussed nation such as Germany or Great
Britain. How is it that a person who dedicated his entire adult life to understand what
nationalism is and why it exists is only mentioned in the conclusion of John Breuilly’s The
Oxford Handbook of the History of Nationalism.?
Moreover, why is there such a discrepancy between what the United States said about
Hayes and what Spain said about Hayes? How does a man who deserves to be remembered have
virtually no legacy? The answer is more apparent than one may believe. First, Hayes wrote on a
complex topic for people to comprehend, and it often distanced him from the more palatable
America-centric issues. Next, because Hayes rebelled against the nationalistic desires of the
American public when it came to his policies toward Spain, he has not been included in modern
scholarship on World War II. Hayes is not even mentioned in Gerhard Weinberg’s A World at
Arms: A Global History despite being a standard of the history of Europe during World War II.
Neither does Hayes get a single mention in David M. Kennedy’s Freedom from Fear: The
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American People in Depression and War, 1929-1945. Both historians missed a real opportunity
to add further detail to World War II by including Hayes’s role. It also does not help that Spain’s
involvement during World War II is a vastly under-appreciated topic. Lastly, Hayes has slipped
from memory because of his humble ambitions and a general lack of desire to brag or boast
about himself. However, now is the time for Hayes’s accomplishments to be recognized for their
value to history, politics, philosophy, and academia.
One major area of achievement for Hayes is his study of nationalism. Over the years,
Hayes’s understanding of nationalism grew and changed the more he explored the complexities
of this concept. At first, Hayes was solely interested in understanding what would make a person
dedicate themselves so fully and completely that they would be willing to give their life for their
nation. Here, Hayes first proposes the origins of nationalism as tied to the French Revolution
and the ideas of liberty and equality that came about as a result.3 However, it is also here that
Hayes first points out that nationalism can have an aggressive component when those in the
afflicted society begin to believe that only those with the same language and customs should be
politically united as a nation.4
By 1926, Hayes made the first observation that nationalism has an almost religious
character. He points out that nationalism is an emotional loyalty that motivates “…all sorts of
people and causes them to subordinate all other human loyalties to national loyalty.”5 From this
information, one can get an answer to Hayes’s initial question. When one sees nationalism as a
religious loyalty to one’s country, suddenly one can understand how someone would be willing
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to die for their country, even if other nations see the ideology as repulsive. Moreover, it is here
that Hayes connects his older claims that nationalism started during the French Revolution to this
newer idea of nationalism as a religion. He explains that the political treatise out of the French
Revolution, the “Declaration of the Rights of Man and the Citizen,” created what Hayes termed a
“national catechism.”6 Suddenly, from this pairing of religious zeal and political devotion comes
the motivation for devout citizens to lay down their lives for their country. According to Hayes,
those who die for their country see their nation as eternal, and by dying for their country, they are
adding to “…her undying fame and glory.”7
A year later, Hayes found Johann Gottfried Herder's works and incorporated his ideas of
nationalism into his views of nationalism. Specifically, Hayes borrows Herder’s argument
concerning the difference between “nationality” and “nation.” In Herder’s interpretation,
nationality is mainly defined by people with a common language and culture.8 However,
according to Herder, nationality is not tied to a specific race but is linked to location and physical
geography.9 Hayes elaborates on this idea later when he explains that nationality is not tied to a
particular ‘race’ in a biological sense. Still, language is the primary defining component of what
unites people.10 However, conversely, a nation is a political entity with a proposed common
language, culture, and folk traditions.11 Thus, nationalism could represent a nation’s attempt to
convey a commonly linked social, linguistic, and inherited tradition of identity with a politically
constructed union of individuals that desire to embody specific social, linguistic, and folkways
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while maintaining political sovereignty. However, when this desire for sovereignty develops to a
degree where they see themselves superior to another nation because of their social, linguistic,
religious, racial, or political identity, is when Hayes states nationalism becomes violent and
militaristic.
Furthermore, in his investigation of nationalism in the 1920s and 1930s, he discussed the
differences between patriotism and nationalism. Hayes saw that, at a glance, patriotism and
nationalism might indicate the same ideas. However, the two concepts are pretty different. In
“Nationalism and the Social Studies,” Hayes argues that patriotism is a simple nostalgia of
origins and roots, while nationalism is the self-centered expression of patriotic ideals.12
Essentially, many views tied to nationalism are simple and relatively harmless. Still, when
nations start to see themselves as superior to any other country, nationalism takes on something
worse.
Totalitarianism, according to Hayes, is the result of the loss of the effectiveness of
traditional religious values.13 Here, once again, Hayes is tying nationalism to religion and
incorporating totalitarianism as a powerful tool of the nationalist state. Hayes explains that once
a person loses traditional religious beliefs, they try to find anything else to substitute in its
place.14 Therefore, man has put the state or the nation where there was once God. With the rise
of totalitarianism, that same devotion and reverence that the people were focusing on the nation
were now being further concentrated on the motivations of a single person, namely a dictator.15
Suddenly, the dictator or leader became the embodiment or personification of nationalistic goals,
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and people became subordinate and obedient to the wills and whims of the one in charge of the
nation. At this point, Hayes changes from merely trying to define what nationalism is but starts
to actively caution and warning people of the dangers of the rise of such a figure. However,
Hayes’s warnings went on deaf ears as dictators such as Adolf Hitler, Benito Mussolini, and
Josef Stalin came to power in the 1930s and 1940s, quickly solidifying their power by using their
calls to represent the nation's views.
Hayes’s work on nationalism also helped him shed light on how much of the education
system of the twentieth century was nationalistic. This accusation can be further strengthened by
his claims about the religious character of nationalism. Hayes regarded the saying of the Pledge
of Allegiance, the national anthem, and the status given to once critical historical figures to
almost divine status as incorrect and indoctrinated. Moreover, when these ideas are reinforced
incorrectly in schools, they reinforce negative stereotypes. While governments and educational
leaders stated they were helping people learn their history, Hayes argued that this created the
false narrative that history was America-centric. This problem was front and center in Hayes and
Parker Thomas Moon’s book Modern History. As discussed, this book was blacklisted, and
many schools were told to remove it because they saw it as not speaking the truth about
American history because it did not place the book with America as the center. Hayes had to
explain multiple times that the book was not about America but Europe. Therefore, it was not
supposed to be the focus of the text. Yet, this nationalistic idea further reinforced Hayes’s
argument that the education system constantly supported and indoctrinated students.
Hayes’s work on nationalism culminated in his book Nationalism: A Religion. While the
earlier chapters discuss the familiar concepts of the origins of nationalism, types of nationalism,
and how nationalism has a religious component, Hayes also gives the groundwork for how the
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future study of nationalism can continue.16 It is in this groundwork that John Breuilly
acknowledges when he states that Hayes was the first person to attempt to write a history of
nationalism.17 Breuilly explains that in his pioneering work, Hayes saw nationalism as a
combination of various ideas and concepts ranging from Jacobinism, liberalism, imperialism, and
fascism.18 Breuilly elaborates further by explaining that using these concepts as a mechanism of
investigation allowed Hayes to create a chronology of the evolution of nationalism, thus giving
later generations of historians, philosophers, and political scientists bread crumbs to follow.19
One area that Hayes points out in the closing chapters of Nationalism: A Religion is that
nationalism “…must be tempered by internationalism.”20 Cooperation and working with other
nations to achieve goals of mutual benefit will aid in keeping peace and allowing all nations
involved to see the value of all nations. Hayes uses an example where he postulates that World
War II could have been prevented if America’s nationalistic viewpoint had not kept them from
working with Germany to come to a more diplomatic agreement.21 However, this statement
cannot be tested for validity, but one cannot deny that Hayes’s intentions were in the right spot
when trying to find peaceful solutions to the world’s problems.
However, his pioneering work has not stopped Hayes’s influence on the study of
nationalism. Where once there was hardly any discussion of nationalism, now there is more
scholarship concerning nationalism. While Hayes may not always be explicitly mentioned in
this new work on nationalism, it is nonetheless brought forward because of Hayes’s early work.
Now people from all backgrounds and fields have contributed to Hayes’s initial pursuit of
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understanding nationalism. Furthermore, some individuals continue to propose a religious
dynamic to nationalism. For example, Peter Burke explains that religion amplified the
differences between different groups, thus further distancing them from other nations.22 Burke
explains that religious beliefs were one of the reasons that people started to see their nation as
better than another and acted as a glue to keep a group together.23 Therefore, in addition to
Hayes’s agreement with Herder that language was a sizeable uniting factor, Burke added that
religion was also. However, Hayes saw religion as a component of culture. Culture was created
out of the commonality of language for a group.24
Another significant achievement of Hayes was his ambassadorship. Had Hayes not
successfully kept Spain from joining the Axis powers, World War II could have turned out
significantly differently. For one, if Spain had entered the war, the Mediterranean Sea would
have had a powerful Axis presence. Also, it could have allowed the Axis not only to cut off
Great Britain from the deployment of troops but could have potentially given Germany a base of
operations to begin attacking the United States.
When Hayes was first offered the position, he did not feel he was fit. Hayes informed
Sumner Welles that he did not speak Spanish, had not been trained in diplomacy, and already
had a comfortable career at Columbia University. However, in many ways, this inexperience
gave him the skills necessary for his success. First, Hayes thought like a historian. Historians
are taught to be organized and unbiased, focus on evidence and pick out the argument. Once
Hayes was sent to Spain as the ambassador, he saw the situation not from the perspective of a
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trained diplomat but as a historian. A diplomat may start trying to make changes or forcefully
pushing through an agenda immediately. However, Hayes was slow, methodical, and organized.
Hayes’s understanding of European history allowed him to come into the situation seeing the
“bigger picture,” which helped him from becoming America-centric with his motivations. It
allowed him to see how specific changes would affect Spain and all the nations involved in the
war. One point of evidence was when he first came to Spain; he spent some time just getting to
know the people and trying to understand what they wanted. Who did the people like, who did
they not like, and what were their hopes for the future? Once Hayes knew the general mentality
of the people and had orders from his superiors, he could start making subtle changes and
manipulations. He listened and reacted to those involved, understanding their argument or
perspective, and slowly molded them to think differently.
Moreover, Hayes used his study of nationalism to his benefit by trying to make the
changes he suggested that appealed to the nationalistic desires of the people and the government.
For example, during the Wolfram Crisis, Hayes saw that Spain was struggling with the demand
that they sever all sales of wolfram to Germany. Hayes knew it was a significant financial
decision, and removing that source of income would drastically cause inconvenience and
economic catastrophe for the Spanish. However, he worked with Francisco Gómez Jordana and
Francisco Franco for them to see it as an action that would improve the situation for Spain in the
long run. If they could remove Germany as a trade partner, Spain would move more into a
positive light with other nations, and they may be more willing to trade with Spain.
Furthermore, Hayes built genuine networks and friendships with the people he interacted
with during his ambassadorship. Amazingly, he got along with the dictator of Portugal, Antonio
de Oliveira Salazar, and Spain’s Francisco Franco. Hayes found Salazar to be a professor-like
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individual, and they spent several hours discussing books and academia. Moreover, he found
Franco to be a cautious, genuine individual who wanted to do what was best for the country.
However, one must be careful because some of this may be a form of cover by Franco and
Salazar to get what they want from the United States. There is evidence that Spain may have
been a double agent of sorts during World War II, using both Germany and the United States to
get what they wanted out of the relationship.25 Hayes built a strong friendship with Jordana and
was truly saddened when Jordana died late into his ambassadorship. Hayes used these
relationships to help him secure the safety of thousands of refugees from war-torn European
locations. Hayes knew that if many of these refugees were turned back to their homes under
Nazi occupation, many would die. Therefore, he fought for their right to leave danger and find
safety. Even when Germany stated that those refugees were dangerous and needed to be
promptly returned to their home countries, Hayes refused and reacted to any Spanish official
who tried to return refugees to their nation of origin.26 These actions demonstrated a genuine
dedication to international relations, a significant point Hayes professed after his retirement.
Moreover, Hayes’s strategy, along with the advice from the State Department and the
President, allowed Hayes to succeed in his duties. Hayes began creating an American
propaganda initiative to slowly phase out the offensive Nazi, fascist, and nationalistic
propaganda in Spain in 1942. He used propaganda through newspaper articles, posters, and even
creating a house where curious Spaniards could go to learn about American culture. That even
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included occasionally hosting movie nights and displays of American popular culture. This may
be one reason that the Spanish saw Hayes’s ambassadorship as more successful because it
exposed them to the freedoms of the United States and was not restrictive. It opened Spain to
new forms of entertainment and tourism and reconnected the United States to Spain after years
of ostracism. Over time the efforts began to work on the upper levels of the government. Early
into his ambassadorship, Franco removed Ramon Serrano-Suñer, a significant supporter of the
Axis, and replaced him with Jordana. With this major supporter of the Axis removed, Hayes was
freed to continue the plan of America to phase out the negative imagery. While Hayes was not
able to completely remove the Falange during his ambassadorship, their presence was nowhere at
the level that it was when Hayes began his ambassadorship.
Over his career, Hayes produced many books and articles. Many of them focused on
nationalism and the study of Europe. While many of the books on nationalism were hits with
academics, Hayes’s textbooks truly had longevity. Hayes’s first textbook, written with the
assistance of Parker Thomas Moon, was A Political and Social History of Modern Europe.
Hayes endeavored to present a complete history accessible to various students in this book. For
this reason, Hayes was constantly updating the book, and it served as a textbook in many schools
for decades. One can still obtain this book today, though under a different publisher.
Also, Hayes worked to improve the way classrooms were conducted. He worked to
enhance the quality of the course for the student and decrease the complexity of the material for
the professor. When Hayes started teaching at Columbia in 1907, the curriculum was rigid and
stuck in a 19th-century model. However, by the time Hayes became a seasoned professor, and
with his position on multiple boards, Hayes worked to innovate the curriculum at Columbia.
That included breaking the mammoth History A into three smaller, more versatile courses. Also,
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he allowed for more student-teacher interaction, making classes shorter and learning a more
enjoyable experience. Moreover, Hayes worked to make learning entertaining, and he succeeded
at such a level because many students took his classes even if they did not need the course. This
achievement is one area not commonly discussed in connection with Hayes. However, he was
instrumental in creating a more streamlined experience for students at Columbia University
during his tenure.
Therefore, as it can be seen, Carlton J. H. Hayes was indeed a pivotal person. He paved
the way for nationalism to explode as a field of study, successfully kept Spain from entering the
war on the side of the Axis Powers, and worked to improve the quality of education in American
schools. Hayes ensured that those affected by the war were free from harm. He worked with the
Spanish, British, American, and other international forces to guarantee that war refugees had
somewhere to go. Moreover, for forty-three years, Hayes taught faithfully at Columbia
University, working to change the lives of immeasurable numbers of students. Hayes worked on
recording the history of his beloved Afton, New York, and made sure that that information was
accurately preserved for future generations to study. However, the most significant achievement
is that Hayes did all of this selflessly. A person out for recognition would not have spent his last
years writing a small book about his hometown but would have spent the effort to write about
himself. While Hayes started such a work, it was under the constant pestering of publishers and
not something he wanted, as evident from his never finishing his autobiography. Instead, Hayes
wanted to be remembered for his simple origins, and his accomplishments would speak for
themselves. Hayes did not see himself as an important figure in history. He did not see himself
deserving a statue over his grave; he was satisfied with a simple marker reading his name and
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life. Dr. Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes was America’s forgotten ambassador, historian, and
professor, and before that, he was just little Carlton from Afton, New York.
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Appendix
The Unfinished Autobiography of Carlton J. H. Hayes1

Chapter I
Native land: A Yorker Village
1.

The Region

My own “native land” – the object of my deepest patriotism -- is the region of south-central
York State. Historically, it is peculiarly a pioneer region, a land of the free. No foreign flag has
ever waved over it. Prior to the American Revolution, claims to it on the part of Dutch, French,
or British were at best shadowy and theoretical. It actually was held by the indigenous Irioqois
Confederacy, particularly by the tribes of Oneidas and Tuscaroras, and into it no European
penetrated save an occasional fur trader or Christian missionary. That it belonged exclusively to
the Indians was formally recognized by the treaty of Fort Stanwix of 1768, which drew the
boundary between the British colony and the Indian territory from the headwaters of the
Mohawk, southward along the Unadilla River, and thence into northern Pennsylvania. My
“native land” lies just west of the Unadilla, outside any British colony.
Fortunately, for my family and many others like them, though very unfortunately for the
Iroquois, most of these, by siding with the British allies during the American Revolution,
exposed themselves to retaliation by the patriot armies of Generals Clinton and Sullivan, which,
in the memorable campaign of 1779, invaded the Indian territory, expelling its native population
from the territory, expelling its native population from the Susquehanna and Chemung Valleys,
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and thereby effecting the transfer of the whole region from Iroquois sway to that of the
independent State of New York.
Into the region quickly migrated in the 1780’s and 1790’s a host of American yeoman in
search of better soil and wider opportunity for self-advancement than the “rocks and rills” of
New England provided. Some were so-called “Vermont sufferers,” persons whom the State of
New York compensated for land grants which it had made them in the Green Mountains but
which Vermont, on seceding from New York, repudiated. Others were revolutionary war
veterans to whom New York gave bonuses in the form of expropriated Indian land (of which it
then had much) instead of cash (of which it had little or none). The large majority of all the
migrants came, directly or indirectly, from Connecticut, where, if they had remained and
continued to produce offspring at their customary rate, there would now be, as I reckon it, s. r. o.
– standing room only.
My American ancestry is Connecticut Yankee, descending in the paternal line from a
Nathaniel Hayes who had hailed from Exeter in England and was one of the group that in 1651
had purchased form the Indians the site of Norwalk, Connecticut, and made the first white
settlement there. On the maternal side, the descent is from a Captain John Huntley, who, after
trafficking in rum between the West Indies and Boston, settled down at Old Lyme, Connecticut,
in 1680 to the godly, righteous, and comparatively sober life of the other Puritans of his time.2
By the 1760’s, the surplus progeny of Connecticut pioneers, including that of both Nathaniel and
Captain Joh, were already leaving home and moving into less populous areas of the Hudson
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valley in New York, thus obviating what Malthus, that pious English clergyman, was shortly to
predict as the dire consequences of incontinence.
Among such surplus were two great-great- grandfathers of mine, a Williams Huntley and
another Nathaniel Hayes. Like so many of their kind, they were restless under the aristocratic
and semi-feudal landholding system of the New York patroons; and, after serving in the
Revolutionary War, they naturally joined the big trek to the western lands which the war had
opened up.
A main route for the trek was from Catskill or Esopus on the Hudson to Unadilla on the
Susquehanna and thence westward down the river or overland by the Ithaca turnpike. And what
a trek it must have been! The route is still marked every few miles by houses that obviously
were once inns where man and beast could be rested and refreshed. From 1785 to 1820, there
must have been a constant procession of horses and wagons with men, women, children, tools,
farm animals, and household goods, for the agricultural white population of south-central and
western New York, non-existent in 1785, was considerably greater in 1820 that it is now; and the
trek did not stop at the western border of New York but continued into Ohio and beyond. The
Hayeses and Huntleys of my immediate family trekked early and stopped short in the first
reaches of the Iroquois territory in what are now Chenango, Cortland, and Broome counties of
south-central New York. They seem to have been among the less adventurous migrants.
Perhaps they thought they would not find elsewhere a more attractive or challenging region in
which to settle. At any rate, six generations of them have lived and died in the region.
The region is certainly attractive. It is part of the Alleghany plateau, extending from the
Catskills on the east to the Alleghenies on the west and rising some thousand to eighteen hundred
feet above sea level. Carl Carmer has dubbed it “storm country,” and it is apt to get a little more
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rain and snow, a few more thunder storms and icy blizzards, than does the lower Hudson valley;
spring comes to the upper Susquehanna and its tributaries two weeks later and winter two weeks
earlier. Yet in all the traveling I have done across the American continent and in Europe, Asia,
and Africa, I have never found a region which for satisfying beauty equals mine. It has not the
grandeur of Alps or Sierras, nor the long vistas of prairie or sea. Its beauty is simpler and of the
smiling sort – with gently curving streams, fair valleys, and greenly forested sloping hills
frequently adorned with sparkling little lakes – a region proferring peace to the soul if not plenty
to the pocket.
It has been a relatively isolated area. From the 1780’s to the 1820’s, as I have indicated, it
was a main passageway for Yankee settlers in central and western New York, northern Ohio, and
beyond. In the latter decade, however, it was eclipsed by the “all-water” route which the Erie
Canal mapped and developed across north-central New York from the Hudson to the Great
Lakes. Thereby, south-central New York (together with northern Pennsylvania) was reduced to
a kind of stagnant backwash. Villages there were, but no such populous cities as Syracuse or
Rochester or Buffalo. In time, as railways penetrated the area, some of the villages, like
Binghampton and Elmira, Norwhich, Cortland, and Ithaca, have grown and been chartered as
“cities,” but neither urban titles nor urban-like factories and tenements have yet sufficed to hide
their fundamentally rural character.
Its very isolation has served, moreover, to deter tourists and summer-resort seekers from
discovering the region’s natural beauty and charm. Most people concede the multiple beauties of
upstate New York, but they generally confine their knowledge and observation to Niagara Falls,
the Finger Likes, the Adirondacks, Lake George, and the Catskills. They are strangely ignorant
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of the entrancing valleys of the Susquehanna, the Unadilla, the Chenango, the Tioghnioga.
Incidentially, how charming are these Indian names; how enticing they might be!
Though the settlers of the region were predominantly of Connecticut stock, it is remarkable
how much of their New England heritage they left behind and how soon they changed from
Yankees into Yorkers. Certain manners and customs they carried with them, of course. They
went on eating big breakfasts, with pancakes and pie; they had family dinner in the middle of the
day, and a sort of high tea toward evening. Their houses likewise, after the initial log-cabins,
were usually reminiscent of New England: the Cape-Cod cottage, the Georgian farmhouse, the
occasional pillared “mansion,” the simple, steepled church, the square house with “outlook” atop
(here of no practical use for watching ships come to port). Elm trees, too, they liked and planted
for shade and decoration, but these have never been as numerous or as highly prized in the region
as have the native maples, especially the super maple.
On the other hand, the settlers, coming into the region in the wake of the American
Revolution, seem to have been in revolt not only against King George of Great Britain but
against the social, religious, and political regime of Connecticut. They were almost fiercely
individualistic. With rare exceptions, they formed their villages without any “commons” or
“public green”’ they wanted all the land they could get for themselves individually, and they
preferred to let their houses encroach upon the road. Moreover, they generally rebelled against
the established Congregational church of Connecticut. Here and there a Congregational church
was erected, but it attracted no such popular following as did the more “evangelical” and
competitive sects of Baptists, Methodists, Presbyterians, etc. Nor did the settlers retain for long
the idea of the township as the all-important center of political activity or the practice of the New
England town-meeting. Townships there are, to be sure, and caucuses for the nomination of
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town officials are still held. But quite as important as the township – if not more so—are the
county and the village. These entities have always possessed a significance in up-state New
York which is lacking in New England.
2. The Village
My native village lies on the banks of the Susquehanna only a few miles west of the old
boundary between the British and the Iroquois. It is near the site of a small Indian village called
Cunahunta which had been laid waste by General Clinton’s army in the campaign of 1779.
When, in 1786, the post-revolutionary white settlement began, and my family received land
grants in the region, it was included in the newly created New York county of Montgomery; an
as this was successively subdivided, it passed the Tioga County in 1791, and finally in 1798 to
Chenango County.
The village (with its township) has undergone since the 1780’s changes of name,
curiously corresponding to fluctuations in cultural fashion. For the original Indian name of
Cunahunta, and for the name of Clinton assigned to it by the State at the close of the Revolution,
its Puritan Yankee settlers substituted the good old biblical name of South Jericho (in the
Township of Jericho). Then in 1814, during the war of 1812, when nationalist fervor was added
to religious feeling, the name of Jericho was changed to Bainbridge in honor of the naval hero of
that war, and South Jericho became South Bainbridge. Finally, in 1857, rivalry and friction
between South Bainbridge and Bainbridge proper culminated in a revolt of the former and its
becoming the center of a separate township requiring a new name, preferably one that would
begin with the letter A so as to precede the B of Bainbridge. What more appropriate than
“Afton”? The word was quite romantic, in the best remembered manner of Robert Burns, and
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through the place of Susquehanna did flow gently disturbing no dreams. My family lived in
Afton, and I was born there. To me it is “home.”
The village has always been small. Its population is still only about nine hundred;
according to a highway signboard of fifty years ago, it then consisted of “739 souls.” These
figures are a bit misleading however, for the village has a fairly extensive hinterland of farmers
who do their banking and most of their shopping, and send children to school, in Afton. They,
too, have “souls,” and, with the villagers, number at least 2,500.
Afton, let me emphasize, is a typical rural and agricultural village. Aside from old-time
creameries and tanneries, harness-making, and a sash and blind factory, all of which are now
gone, it has never been “industrial.” Its physicians, lawyers, “realtors”, and shop-keepers, hardly
less than its grain dealers, owe their living chiefly to neighborhood farmers; and most of its
population is made up either of retired farmers or persons who combine other occupations with
some farming.
Shortly after the First World War, Afton was selected as one of a hundred and more
“typical” American villages to be “surveyed” by a “research” organization patronized and
subsidized by one of the big Foundations. So, two female sociologists, trained at Teachers
College in New York City, descended upon the community and for a month or two tirelessly
quizzed everybody in sight and relentlessly recorded the answers on neat little cards. They then,
in the usual manner of “social scientists,” prepared a “Report,” full of statistics and supposed
deductions; and this was duly published.
Village Communities, ed. by Edmund de S. Brunner (New York, 1927), pp 99-117.
Afton is faintly disguised as “Alford,” and neighboring Bainbridge and Binghampton
respectively as “Bridgeton” and “Bentville.”
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The statistics are doubtless accurate, and are presented as “objectively” as any
conscientious sociologist would do if, after a brief visit and rapid inquest, he were reporting on
the population of a remote island in the Pacific. Yet the statistical method, whether employed for
Tahiti or for Afton, has limitations. It can furnish facts, but not explanations; information but not
insight or understanding. And generalizations drawn from it are apt to be either narrow and
mechanical, laboring the obvious, or else in the nature of obiter dicta, reflecting the psychology
of the investigator rather than that of the investigated.
Both of these inclinations are strikingly manifest in the conclusion of the Afton Report,
summarizing the village’s “chief characteristics” as: “an unusual degree of rural seclusion;
moderate prosperity, based upon an agriculture that while fairly productive is not highly
remunerative; shifting of population, involving persons of all ages but marked by a tendency of
young people to leave the community and of old people to come into the village; poverty of
intellectual life; intimacy of social intercourse, partly through informal channels, partly through
many uncoordinated social organizations, among which the churches are beginning to set an
example of cooperative activity.”
To an old native like me, the first three of those “characteristics” are simply
platitudinous. The fourth, “poverty of intellectual life,” is probably the most applicable to the
urban investigators than to the village. I shall have more to say about this later on. The final
listed “characteristic” is wanting in clarity and knowledge. There has long been cooperation
among the major churches of the village. And the “intimacy of social intercourse” needs
considerable qualification.
As becomes an essentially farming community not too far removed from pioneering days,
the inhabitants are strongly individualistic and, as such, fundamentally democratic. Each feels
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himself the equal of any other. They all address one another in familiar terms, and usually
respect on another’s personal liberty. Moreover, being pretty homogenous in background, they
are likely to evince a common attitude or prejudice toward “outsiders” and toward any apparent
dictation from within or without. In a sense the community is, indeed, a living exemplar of
“liberty, equality, fraternity.”
Nevertheless, social classes do exist, and social intercourse is much less intimate among
them than within each. They might be arranged in this order: (1) professional men and chief
merchants of the village together with relatively prosperous farmers; (2) clergymen and school
teachers, who have less permanent residence in the community; (3) mechanics, artisans, and
clerks; (4) impoverished farmers; (5) “hired men,” on farms or in the village; (6) “ne’er dowells” and chronic “drunks.” About these classes, though, further qualification is needed. They
are not rigid or mutually exclusive. They are based in part on wealth and position, but in greater
part on a person’s family reputation for reliability, honest, and service to his fellows. Not every
“prosperous” merchant or farmer ranks high in the social scale, and not ever indebted farmer or
artisan ranks low. Respectability is the badge of the “upper class” in Afton, and it is primarily
moral respectability.
There is hypocrisy, of course, and a good deal of envy and jealousy and nasty gossip.
But these are human faults, as prevalent, I am sure, in the city as in the village, the only
difference being that they are more discernable in the village, where everybody knows
everything about everybody else. Besides, they are offset in the rural community by virtues
more generally and habitually practiced than in the city: virtues of self-reliance, friendliness,
kindness, sense of humor. Let any misfortune befall a family, be it fire, death, or serious
accident, the community responds quickly and sympathetically with practical help, personal and

238

financial. There is, also, a vicarious sharing in neighbors’ good fortune, a community pride in a
member who “makes good.”
Illustrative of the Mark Twain-like humor which characterizes the community is the story
told by a local physician of a farmer who called on him professionally early on a cold winter
morning. “Pretty cold, this morning,” said the doctor by way of introduction. “Yes, doe,”
replied the farmer, “the thermometer dropped two clapboards last night.”
The village shows symptoms of what psychiatrists term an “inferiority-superiority
complex.” Conscious of being small and rural, the butt of urban jokesters who talk about “hick
towns” and “whistle stops,” and the subject of such cheap caricature as Sinclair Lewis depicted
in his best-selling Main Street, the village sees comfort in despising “city slickers,” denouncing
urban vice, and sticking all the closer to its traditional way of life. True, Aftonites, like other
upstate villagers, look forward to a visit to New York City, but they do so, in part at least, to see
just how wicked it is; and if cities have bad government, for example New York City under
Tammany Hall, it serves them right; let them stew in their own juice.
On one important point, the village, I think, can justify its superiority. It provides a
clearer and surer index than the city to what the United States as a whole is thinking and going to
do. If a very able man and aspiring politician like the late Nicholas Murray Butler had been less
urban minded, if, instead of restricting his associations to city people, he had familiarized
himself with an Afton, he might well have realized his ambition and become an American
President. At any rate, Senator Irving Ives was born and brought up in the neighboring village of
Bainbridge.
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3.

I Remember My Youth

My father, Philetus Hayes, practiced medicine in Afton for almost sixty years.. He had
attended Hobart College and graduated from the Geneva Medical School.3 My mother, Permelia
Mary, whom he married just before he graduated, was the daughter of Joseph Huntley, a disciple
and sometime associate of the organist and hymn-writer William Bradbury, and she herself was
already an accomplished pianist, subsequently taking a degree at Brown University and
becoming a teacher of music. In the house owned by my parents in the center of the village
(corner of Spring and Academy Streets, if you please) I was born on May 16th, 1882.
At that time, and throughout my boyhood and a part of my youth, Afton, like any other
town, was far more isolated that it is today. There was a railway through the village, connecting
Binghampton with Albany and providing connection, twelve miles away, with another railway to
New York City. Other than this, one depended for travel on the horse and buggy or the horse
and sleigh. There were no autos, no movies, no radios, not even a telephone; we got water from
a well and lighting from kerosene lamps; we had no central heating, and our toilet facilities were
in a drafty outhouse of the Chick Sales type.
A short block from our home, and set back from the street, stood the “Afton Union
School and Academy,” a graceful two-story white frame building, with simple columns in front
and neatly balanced wings on either side. The school represented a union of two previously
existing “district schools,” to which an “academy” or high school had been added, and it was a
worthy token of the esteem – the faith and devotion – that our American people have

3

Founded in 1834, the Geneva Medical School was the second oldest in upstate New York. In 1872, after
my father’s graduation, it was transferred to Syracuse and attached to Syracuse University. It is now the upstate
medical school of the recently established New York State University.
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traditionally, if sometimes mistakenly, had for education. It was a main scene and concern of my
early life.
Having been taught at home to read, I was seven years old when I entered the school.
The first two grades were housed in the north wing of the building; the third and fourth in the
middle room; and the fifth and sixth in the south wing; upstairs, in the middle part, were seats for
all the grades from seventh to twelfth, and in the wings, were class-rooms, a laboratory, and a
library. I must have skipped some of the grades. There was the advantage of personal attention
in a small school and also of hearing classes ahead of you recite in the same room. The upshot,
in my case, was that I graduated from the high school in 1898, when I was barely sixteen, though
my father, rightly thinking me then pretty immature, had me continue with a “post-graduate”
course for two years more before going to college.
In several respects, the school was very different form today’s. First, attendance was
much smaller. It was not compulsory beyond the sixth or seventh grade, and most farm children
satisfied the requirement by attending “district schools” near their homes rather than the village
school. Of those who did attend the grammar grades in the village school, the large majority
dropped out before or during the high-school stage, although some compensation for this loss
was provided by an influx into the high school of youths form the surrounding countryside. A
carload of these came and returned every school day by railway as far as fifteen or twenty miles
away; others managed to obtain room and board in village homes during the school week. But
even so, the graduating classes form the high school were small; mine, a comparatively large
one, numbered six!
Second, the school was conducted, not for entertainment or recreation, but as a
intellectual institution, where youth should really learn the three R’s and whatever it would and
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could of more advanced studies. There were no organized athletics, no gymnasium or stadium,
no professional coaches of football or basketball, or other sport. The teachers, generally
speaking, had happily not been trained at teachers’ colleges and were therefore fairly innocent of
fads and fancies; they were born not artificially made teachers. I remember them with gratitude,
affection, and the greatest respect, from Jennie Wilson, my first-grade teacher, to the principal of
the high school, Charles S. Gibson, a wise and inspiring, at times flaming, person who guided me
through geometry and trigonometry and into physics and chemistry.
Of the curriculum of the school, affecting as it did my later historical vocation, I shall
have something to say in the next chapter. Here I am concerned only with certain extracurricular activities of my youth.
Many of these were closely associated with the school, for it should not be inferred from
what I have said above that schooling in Afton was purely academic. While there were no
systematic and organized athletics such as exist nowadays, there was plenty of informal sport in
which students participated voluntarily and on their own initiative, with a minimum of
supervision on the part of the teachers. We had no football or basketball teams while I was in
school, and I was a total loss, except as umpire, in the favorite game of baseball. I did play
tennis and I liked skating and boating. Moreover, I was active in debating, in public-speaking
contests, especially in amateur theatricals which the school and the village alike encouraged.
I was socially minded, and formed valuable friendships with fellow students, both boys
and girls. Especially close, throughout high school, was Claude Hinman, now a prosperous
rancher in Colorado, and Jesse Wrench, long a famed professor of history at the University of
Missouri. With them and with Charles Seely, later a physician in West Virginia, I helped to form
a high-school “fraternity”, the Fratres Noctis, whose initiation rites represented an unholy
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mixture of Virgil’s account of Aeneas’s trip through Hades with application of our laboratory
knowledge about electric shocks and hydrogen sulphide. An initiate occasionally fainted. I
recall that I was Fra Diavolo in the fraternity, and Seely was Fra Mephistopheles.
Some five or six of us high-school boys, with as many girls, constituted an informal
social club. Together, we went chestnutting in the fall, and to maple groves for sugaring-off
parties in the early spring. We had parties at one another’s homes in winter and picinics up and
down the river or at “the lake” in summer. We used our legs to a degree unthinkable to the
present generation of auto driving and riding youth. As I recall, nobody had an automobile in
Afton until after I went away to college. We had bicycles, however, and when we were not
walking (or using a horse) we pumped them on dirt roads for miles about. Incidentally, our
natural tendency to pair off, each boy with a particular girl, led to only one courtship and
marriage. The rest of us found other spouses later on.
Boys will be boys the world over, and we of the Afton of the 1890s were no exception.
Though we lived too early to be diagnosed as “sadists” or pitied as “juvenile delinquents,” we
did engage in pranks, sometimes of a scandalous nature. We raided strawberry beds and tipped
over woodpiles and privies. We raised special rumpus on Halloween and the Fourth of July. In
most cases, the objects of our trespass and attack were “mean” persons, against whom we were
playing the role, as it were, of Robin Hoods. Only one of our number, so far as I know, ever
went to jail, and he for a much later offense elsewhere.
The prank I like to recall best was one which I, with the aid of Leon Fuller, a grocer’s
son, performed on the Fourth of July, 1898, in the midst of the Spanish-American War. The day
before, with red and yellow bunting which we had procured at different stores in another town,
we made a large Spanish flag. That night we roomed together at my house and shortly after
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midnight stole out of the window and hung the flag atop the village flagpole. The next morning
we watched with secret pleasure, an outraged citizenry tear down and burn the flag; and we
heard, I fear with like pleasure, the blame for the dastardly deed attributed to a local and
unpopular Britisher.
There was much of village activity which interested me. A good deal was connected with
the churches, of which I shall make mention in a subsequent chapter. There were also the
lodges: the Masons, to which my father belonged; the less patrician and more colorful Red Men;
the “temperance” Order of Good Templars; and the aging G.A.R., at whose public
“encampments” I gathered from the tales the veterans told that the Civil War had been a grand
alternation of great heroism and great fun. Then there were the village’s “cultural” activities: its
Chatauqua-like lecture series; its band-concerts; its singing fests; its book and reading clubs.
There was likewise the Afton Fair, which put on its first exhibition of farm animals and products,
sideshows and merry-go-rounds, folk-dancing and harness racing, in 1890, when I was the highly
susceptible age of eight, and which has been going strong ever since.
My earliest political recollection is of rowdy rival torchlight processions of Republicans
and Democrats in the presidential campaigns of 1888 and 1892. Our house was a blaze of light
when the Republicans went by, and in total darkness for the Democrats. How very gloomy it
was when the returns of 1892 were in and we knew that Cleveland had defeated Harrison! Still
gloomier when, as a result, the tariff on wool was lowered and money was lost on sheep which
my father had purchased for me! Democrats were not popular with the large majority of
Aftonites and other denizens of south-central York State, who were brought up to regard them as
fond of rum, tolerant of Romanism, and, worst of all, sympathetic toward Southern rebellion.
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My father, need I say, was respectably and staunchly Republican, and an active aide to
his good friend Morrissy Mudge, the Republican “boss” of the community. I accompanied my
father to caucuses of the party in the village, to county conventions at Norwich, to state
conventions at Saratoga. I heard enough political oratory in my teens to last me a lifetime. And
with what flow of words I argued the free-silver question in 1896 with a younger fellow student
who was so unfortunate and misguided as to be a Democrat and a supporter of William Jennings
Bryan!
I must have shocked the family in 1900, the year I entered college, by talking against
“imperialism,” particularly against annexation of the Philippines. No serious harm was done,
however, for I was not yet of voting age. Indeed, I couldn’t quite bring myself to vote for any
Democrat until 1916, and then for Woodrow Wilson because “he was keeping us out of war.”
4.

Progress in the Village

No American would like to be thought of as unprogressive. “Progress” has, in fact, been
a constant ideal and a very real achievement of the United States—progress in size and
expansion, in machinery and material comforts, in standards of living. Even a relatively isolated
community such as Afton, has shared fully in the American urge for progress, and especially
during my boyhood and youth it made notable “progress.” True, it has not grown much in
population or become a factory town, as its merchants, like the generality of American business
men and promoters elsewhere, have aspired to. The air of Afton is still free of belching smoke
from big tall chimneys; its streets, of cluttered monotonous rows of “workers’ dwellings.”
Progress, here, has been less industrial, but more comfortable and healthful.
It should be borne in mind that for almost a century before my time the people of the
community had been busily engaged in transforming a wilderness and making the land habitable
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and productive. With back-breaking labor, they had cleared forests, drained swamps, extended
meadow and pasturage, built roads and houses, schools and churches, and passed through the age
of homespun.”4 Theirs had been pioneering basic progress.
Then, not long before my birth, the village had gotten both a boon and a boom from the
construction of the Albany and Susquehanna Railroad. Starting from Albany, it reached Afton in
November 1867, and two years afterwards the city of Binghamton; it was leased and operated
from 1870 onward by the Delaware and Hudson Company, which preceded to build a branch line
from Nineveh Junction, at the lower end of Afton township, to the coal mines at Carbondale and
Scranton. All the towns along the route of the A. and S. helped to subsidize its construction,
Afton’s contribution amounting to $30,000, and neighboring Bainbridge’s to $27,000. In return,
the railroad lessened the valley’s isolation by facilitating travel and trade; it stimulated civic
pride; it contributed to village growth.
Then in 1882, they of my birth, occurred Afton’s “great fire.” It proved a blessing in
disguise. For three days it raged, burning to the ground the whole row of wooden shops and
stores along the Main Street. But the merchants spent little time in mourning their losses. In the
spirit of progress, they promptly cleared the extensive debris and rebuilt in brick with stone and
marble trim, thus endowing the village with the unusually neat and attractive business section it
has since had.
The decade of the 1890’s, when I was in my teens, witnessed an upsurge of progressive
measures. The village was formally incorporated. Street lighting began. Gas and electricity
were introduced. Telephone installations were made. The Afton Academy was rechartered as
the Afton High School. Most important, a public water system was constructed, bringing to the
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See, for delightful and nostalgic details, the charming book of the this title by Jared Van Wagenen, with
the sponsorship of the New York State Historical Association (Ithaca, Cornell Univ. Press, 1952).
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village a bountiful supply of pure spring water, and enabling the inhabitants to install running
water and modern bathrooms in their homes. Incidentally, the income from the water system
sufficed not only to pay off fairly promptly the costs of construction but also to keep the system
in repair, and in addition, to provide surplus funds for village improvements such as street paving
and maintenance.
These developments were promoted and supported by a goodly number of village
“progressives”, of whom my father was a leader. He served as Afton’s first mayor (or
“president” as the title then was). His house was among the first to have central heating and
electric lights. He rigged up the first telephone line in town—we could talk over it with our
village grocer—and, shortly afterwards, when a local telephone company was organized and
“long-distance” calls became possible, the Afton “central” was first and briefly located in my
father’s house. For many years, along with his friends, Morrissy Mudge, the community’s wellto-do grain dealer, and Will Hall, its sage farmer and milkman, he was on the school board; and
it is quite appropriate that the names of the three are on the cornerstone of the brick schoolhouse
which has supplanted the frame structure I attended. With Morrissy Mudge, again, my father
was chiefly responsible for the water system, its financing, its construction, its supervision, and
the overcoming of opposition from “conservatives” and the incredulous. One of the latter, a
village drunk,” kept shouting from the steps of his favorite saloon, while the water mains were
being laid, that he would “drink all the water that flowed from the Vallonia Springs.” True, to
reach Vallonia Springs, the source fo the water supply, you went “down” the river valley two
miles, but the shouter, being less sober than the surveyors, overlooked the fact tht you then went
another two miles “up” into the hills.
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My father and his friend Mudge, in promoting Afton’s water system, might have
followed the example of hustling promoters of the time in most other villages of the region and
made it a private enterprise redounding to their personal profit. This they did not do. They
insisted from the start that the system must be village-owned and village-operated, accruing to
the benefit of all the villagers. So far as my father was concerned, he usually served the public in
preference to himself. He had little money sense, and was about the worst business man I have
ever known. He seldom sent a bill to any patient of his, and what he did receive from his
medical practice he spent, aside from some wild-cat investments, on books, on travel, on
household gadgets and entertainment, on caring for relatives and services to others. In my
babyhood, my mother has told me, he temporarily lost his practice by tending a large family,
stricken with smallpox, in a shanty ten miles away: he lived with them, fed and nursed them,
and dug the graves of two children who died; fearful of infection, everybody avoided him then
an for weeks afterwards. An eventual result was well-night universal inoculation against
smallpox and its disappearance from town and countryside.
I think my father, for a country doctor, was ahead of his time. He warred against
prevalent patent medicines and “quack” dispensers of cure-all nostrums. He had remarkable
success in obsetries, losing only one mother out of the two or three thousand whom he delivered
without benefit of hospital or trained nurse. He was scientifically as well as socially minded and
followed with close attention the latest developments in scientific medicine and surgery. He was
an active member of the state and county medical associations and the founder of a Susquehanna
Valley Society. He was much interested in polio and entertained advanced ideas about its nature
and communication. Though the word “psycho-somatic” was unfamiliar to him, he fully
recognized the thing so described and had a distinct aversion to it. He had little use for “chronic
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grunts,” and missed many a chance for making money by spurning the treatment of persons who
merely thought they were sick. It was to serve the really sick that day and night he rode the
countryside, first, for over thirty years behind a team of horses, and subsequently in a Model-T
Ford. He still found time for his hobbies of reading poetry and detective stories, solving crossword puzzles in the old New York World, playing cards and semi-professional croquet, and
doing amateur carpentry in a shop he kept in our house. He was truly “progressive,” and so, in a
different way, was my mother. To her I shall refer later.
During my teens in Afton, change – if not progress – was becoming evident in the basic
agriculture of the community. Hitherto it had been markedly diversified, with most farmers
growing a considerable variety of grains and vegetables and quantities of apples and
strawberries. By the 1890’s, however, thanks to rapidly improving transportation, they were
finding themselves disadvantaged in competition with the Middle West in grain production, and
advantaged in milk production by their relative nearness to the New York City market. So they
were beginning to concentrate on dairying. They were increasing their herds, while neglecting
their orchards and berry patches, and raising hay and grain only for feeding of their own cattle.
In other words, agriculture was becoming specialized, and the farms much less self-sufficing. A
community like Afton was now far more dependent on the West for its grain and on New York
City for income from its dairy products.
5. Return of the Native
For the fifty years from 1900 to 1950, most of my life was lived away from my “native
land” of central York State. Yet I never forgot Afton or lost contact with it. During those years I
kept my voting residence in it, visited it fairly frequently, and usually spent the summers there
when I was not abroad. In this, after my marriage, I was aided and abetted by my wife, who,
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though city-born and city-bred, grew to love the region and adapted herself most cheerfully and
helpfully to country life. She took great interest in village affairs, and was especially active in
promoting the incorporation of local “district schools” into a “centralized school” of the village,
in acquiring a village hall, in establishing a public community library, and in raising funds for
other worthy projects.
After my mother’s death in 1922 and my father’s in 1929, we sold the Hayes home in the
center of the village to another physician, Dr. William H. Crull, and took over, in its place, a
“farm” on the eastern bank of the river at the extremity of the village. It was a farm on which my
father as a youth had earned his first dollar by helping in haying. The site of the second oldest
white settlement in the original town of Jericho5, and ever since 1786 in possession of the same
family, we call it the “Jericho Farm.” It has undergone many vicissitudes, expanding for a time
into a very big farm and then gradually shrinking to the present fifty acres. The sprawling,
pillared house, which we refurbished in 1931, dates from the 1840’s, when the classical and
Georgian styles of architecture were in vogue. It had then replaced a smaller and more primitive
frame house, which in turn had succeeded the log cabin of 1786.
We have done no farming on Jericho Far. Having been a village boy, I had no experience
–and slight interest – in tending cows. And my wife rightly felt that a “gentleman farmer” on
fifty acres would lose not only the land but his shirt as well. So we have afforested part of the
land, turned another part into lawn, rented out the remaining meadow to real farmers, and
supplanted the old barn with a garage and small guest house. Altogether, it has been a happy
arrangement for us and for our family. We are technically in the village, but spaciously apart
form it.

5

The first settler, a certain Elnathan Bush, located two miles farther down the river in 1784, but not long
afterwards moved to a site between the present villages of Bainbridge and Sidney.
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At Jericho Farm we have lived almost continuously since giving up our New York City
winter residence in 1950; and from it I have had the opportunity and leisure to reflect on what
has befallen the community since I first knew it back in the 1880’s and 1890’s.
It looks about the same, so far as concerns natural beauty of river and hills and layout of
roads, streets, and houses. On the other hand, there has been a noticeable shift of population –
families dying out or moving away; newcomers, including some of foreign extraction, moving
in. Unfamiliar faces in a familiar setting!
The most significant changes here, as elsewhere throughout the country, have followed
the advent of the automobile and tractor. The latter, with attendant machinery (combines, balers,
corn-blowers, hay driers, etc.), has veritably revolutionized farming. Applicable the valley and
plateau farm, it has made these into strictly capitalistic enterprises, while hill farms, unable to
compete, have been abandoned and transformed by the state into forest preserves. Nowadays the
contrast is striking between the valley with its cultivated and civilized appearance and the hills
reverting to primitive condition, roamed over by wild animals, and with only an occasional
dilapidated building or decaying apple orchard to indicate that they too had once been cleared
and tilled.
In my youth, it took half a day to get from Afton to Bainbridge and back by horse and
buggy; now, by auto, it takes twenty minutes. In my youth, too, the railroad was the one means
of distance travel, and five passenger trains each way stopped at our village; now, huge freight
and coal trains, with diesel engines, whiz through town, but very seldom does anybody board the
one remaining passenger train, for everybody uses automobile or greyhound motor bus. In 1900
no one in Afton had an auto; in 1950 scarcely anyone, whether villager or farmer, was without an
auto, and many had two.

251

With the auto, Aftonites have been seeing the world outside, absorbing a great deal from
it, and becoming ever less provincial, ever more nationally minded. Retired farmers and
merchants, who used to spend their declining years in the village, now motor for at least the
winter months to Florida. School-children make trips en masse by bus to Washington and New
York City. Women use cars by shopping in Binghampton or farther afield. Family auto tours to
California are not uncommon. On Sundays and holidays the Afton highways are full of cars in
which natives make pleasure jaunts over a wide area or are visited by relatives and friends from
afar. The village, with a population of 900, now has four repair-garages, three agencies for
selling and trading automobiles, and nine gasoline-filling stations! And almost every farmer has
a gasoline reservoir and pump of his own.
The community has never had a motion-picture theatre, but for any such lack it now more
than compensates by having a radio in every home and television in most. By these means it can
hear and see whatever the country at large is hearing and seeing.
Not all the effects of automobile, radio, and television on Afton’s life have been good, in
my opinion. The ill of dubious effects which I perceive are nationwide, however, and not at all
peculiar to my town. I defer discussion on them to the last chapter.
Let me remark here that the automobile has helped Aftonites not only to get away from
home but to live at home while working at a distance. Thereby the earlier tendency for young
people to migrate to industrial centers is being appreciably checked. An example of the newer
tendency is afforded by a sizeable group of enterprising ex-G.I.’s who, returning to Afton after
World War II, have resettled here. They have cooperatively built new and attractive village
houses in which they are raising families, while they earn a living by daily motoring to work in
shops or factories some miles away. They thus are reenforcing the residential character of Afton
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and are taking a lively interest in its civic and social welfare. The present mayor and the other
members of the village governing board are all ex-G.I.’s, and they are doing a fine job.
Perhaps I am overstating the changes of the last half-century. They have indeed been
important. Yet they should not obscure the fact that my “native land” is still up-state New York
and rural, that its people are still conditioned by peculiar local tradition, habit, and prejudice. It
is still quite possible to sense differences of attitude between the region of the upper
Susquehanna and that of the Hudson, not speak of New England, the South, or the W3est. Even
between Afton and Bainbridge, only six miles apart, there still survives an undertone of the
disaffection that brought about the secession of the former from the latter almost a hundred years
ago. Material and mechanical changes do not immediately change the spirit of a place.
As an old returning native, I find my position in the community somewhat anomalous. I
am regarded as a bit “queer,” in part because of my occupation as historian is unique and
generally incomprehensible,6 in part because I as a Catholic and an enrolled Democrat in a
stronghold of Protestants and Republicans, and in part because I have presumably been tainted
by protracted residence in New York City and Europe.
At the same time, I am held, I feel sure, in esteem, partly because of my parents and
family, partly because I am a native who is supposed to have “made good” in the outside world.
At any rate, I am called upon from time to time, as oracle or entertainer, to make speeches at
meetings of the Chamber of Commerce, at assemblies of school children, at Memorial Day
exercises, etc., and, of course, to sponsor and subscribe to the Community Chest. And I share
with several other villagers and townsmen a very special interest in local history.
6. Two Local Worthies

A local druggist observed, when we took over Jericho Farm, that “Carlton Hayes has worked at history
for the fellows in New York a long time and must have saved a little money.”
6
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Two early figures in local history I find particularly intriguing. One is the founder of
Mormonism. Even when I was a boy, I used to listen to stories the old men of the village related
about Joseph Smith’s sojourn in the vicinity – his peepstone quest for buried treasure in one of
our glens and on one our hills, his duping of local farmers, his faked walking on the river and its
exposure, his arrest and trial, his elopement with a young farm girl, his marriage by the local
justice of the peace (in a house which until recently still stood on the Afton fair grounds), his
being run out of town.
Such stories still constitute a major portion of Afton’s folklore. Like most folklore, there
is some truth in them, together with considerable exaggeration and embroidery. As a matter of
fact, Afton (then South Bainbridge), with the Susquehanna valley below it as far as the
Pennsylvania border, was the scene of chief events in the beginning of the Mormon religion in
the 1820’s. A native of Vermont and a migrant with his family in Palmyra near Rochester,
Joseph Smith was brought to Afton in 1825, at the age of nineteen, by a credulous farmer, Josiah
Stowell, who had been led to believe that the youth could find silver and other buried wealth here
or on another farm he owned in Lanesboro (then called Harmony) just over the Pennsylvania
border. In March 1826 young Smith was arrested and convicted at Afton on the charge of being
“a disorderly person and an imposter,” and in January 1827 he was married in Afton to a girl,
Emma Hale, with whom he had eloped from her father’s home at Lanesboro. Then, after making
peace, or at least a truce, with the father, he returned to Lanesboro from a visit to Palmyra with a
trunk containing what he claimed to be gold plates with the angel Moroni had directed him to dig
out of the “sacred hill Cumorah.”
It was thus not at Palmyra, but at the Hale home in the Susquehanna valley, that most of
the famous Book of Mormon was actually written from 1828 to 1830, when it was first
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published. And though Smith formally organized his “Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints” on a visit to Fayette in Seneca County in April 1830, it was from Afton in Chenango
County and neighboring Colesville in Broome County that he gained his principal following that
year – a following which with its leader was driven out of the community by the ridicule and
assaults of “infidel” fellow townsmen and which accompanied him in 1831 to Ohio on the first
stage of the great Mormon trek westward. Whatever may be said or thought of the Mormon
“prophet, seer, and revelator,” as Joseph Smith styled himself, there can be no doubt that he was
a kind of youthful prodigy. When he finally left Afton, he was only twenty five years old; with
very limited schooling, he had already published a big book and organized a church.7
A second part of local history of special interest to me has to do with quite a different sort
of person from Joseph Smith. This is Colonel Robert Harpur, a cultured gentleman and
influential revolutionary patriot in his time though quite neglected by biographers and now little
known or remembered. His grave is in the cemetery of Harpursville, a few miles below Afton,
and over the grave is an old-fashioned monument with the elaborate inscription, which, being in
faultless Latin, is merely mystifying to the present generation. When some years ago, I took my
friend Evarts Greene, professor of American colonial history at Columbia, on a visit to the grave,
we were told by the sexton that if were could read that “queer furrin language” we’d learn all
about Robert Harpur. Being of an older generation, we could and did read the inscription. It was
to the effect that the Colonel had been a professor “in King’s College, now called Columbia,” a

One of Smith’s early converts at Afton, Reed Peck by name, subsequently apostatized and in 1839 wrote
an interesting account of his experiences, which has been published by a curious local resident, Lee B. Cake, under
the title Old Mormon Manuscript Found: Peepstone Joe Exposed (New York, 1899). The most scholarly biography
is that of Mrs. Fawn M. Brodis, No Man Knows My History, the Life of Joseph Smith the Mormon Prophet (New
York, 1945): it includes the full court record of Smith’s trial in Afton in 1826. Details of Smith’s sojourn in the
vicinity of Afton, not always accurate, are set forth in the official and apologetic Mormon Life by George
Q.Cannon, 2nd ed. (Salt Lake City, 1907).
7
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soldier and officer in the American revolutionary army, a member of the first constitutional
convention of the State of New York, a surveyor of Indian lands.
Harpur had indeed been both professor of mathematics and librarian in the King’s
College of eighteenth-century New York City; but on the eve of the Revolution, perhaps because
he was an Irishmen in origin, he opposed and helped to oust the Tory English president of the
college. His services to the patriot cause were certainly many and varied. And for the special
work he did in surveying lands taken from the Indians of central New York at the close of the
Revolutionary War, the State of New York granted him a tract of some 16,000 acres, in which he
founded Harpursville. Here he lived, amid primitive pioneering conditions, until his death.
Though not certain, it is possible that it was Harpur, the classical scholar as well as
surveyor, who was responsible for the liberal sprinkling of the map of central New York with
such classical names as Utica, Syracuse, Ithaca, Homer, Virgil, Cincinnatus, Ovid, Tully,
Pompey, Cato, Cicero, etc. The late Dixon Ryan Fox, distinguished former president of Union
College and of the New York State Historical Association, told me he thought it probable. At
any rate, I like to accept it as appropriate folklore if not documented history. And now that the
name of Harpur has been rescued from oblivion by being attached to the recently founded State
University college near Binghampton, I cherish the hope that before long someone will produce
a worthy biography of the man.
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Chapter II
Making of an Historian

1. Urban College
There was a good deal of family discussion about what college I should attend. My
father favored Cornell; it was not far from home; it was the leading up-state university,
with an excellent reputation academically and through its professional schools; and, with
it state scholarships, it was less expensive than others. My mother at first favored Yale;
several members of her family had been associated with it, and two cousins had only
recently graduated from it, one in 1896, the other in 1900 just when I was ready to go;
and Yale was certainly an historic and distinguished university. My own preference was
for Columbia, chiefly because it was in New York City, and, as a country boy, I wanted a
taste of metropolitan life. With this aspiration, my mother proved very sympathetic, and
she eventually persuaded my father to let me go to Columbia. Financial difficulties in
the way were lessened by my taking the Afton census in the summer of 1900, which
earned me enough to cover the first year’s tuition, and by arranging for room and board
for me at nominal cost at my mother’s sister’s – my Aunt Ella Smith’s – house in
Brooklyn.
So here I settled in the fall of 1900. It was quite a journey in those days from the
house near Prospect Park in Brooklyn, by “E1” across Brooklyn Bridge, thence by foot
across Manhattan from City Hall to the Ninth Avenue “E1,” up this by steam train from
Chambers to 116th Streets, and again by foot by two blocks westward and up the 200
steep stairs to Morningside Heights and Columbia. Altogether the journey took two
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hours each way. But it gave me time to read a newspaper, to do some studying, and,
better still, to see and appraise the city in its vast variety of buildings and human beings,
of squalor and beauty. During my freshman and most of my sophomore years I made the
long trip five or six times a week: later, the necessary travel to college was progressively
shortened by my aunt’s removing successively to a house near the Harlem River and to
an apartment adjacent to Morningside Park.
The city fascinated me. It was so old and yet so new, so big and yet so localized.
Park Slope in Brooklyn had one character, lower Manhattan quite another, upper
Broadway another, Harlem (then without Negroes except along 135th Street) still another;
and I liked to explore the peculiarities of Greenwich Village, Yorkville, Chelsea, Murray
Hill, Chinatown, and Manhattanville. Many a visit I paid, during my college days, to the
Metropolitan Museum, the Natural History Museum, the Battery, the Bowery, the docsk
and public markets along the waterfront. And many an evening or Saturday afternoon,
for the now incredible admission fee of fifty cents, I heard symphonies at Carnegie Hall
and operas at the Metropolitan and saw plays in the theatres. My favorite actress was
Ada Rehan in The Taming of the Shrew. For a country boy, at any rate, Columbia
College in the City of New York offered superior opportunity for a most broadening kind
of education, and I am convinced it still does.
Columbia College had been in existence since its chartering as King’s College by
King George II of Great Britain in 1754. Though younger than Harvard, William and
Mary, and Yale, it was approximately of the age of Princeton and Pennsylvania, and the
oldest college in the Province and State of New York. It had been located for a century
on land donated by Trinity Church in lower Manhattan, and for almost half a century
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afterwards it had occupied a “temporary” site on 49th Street near the present St. Patrick’s
Cathedral. Finally, in the late 1890’s, it had acquired its third and presumably
“permanent” habitat on Morningside Heights straddling upper Broadway and overlooking
“lordly Hudson.”
The area, when I first knew it in 1900, was fairly isolated and distinctly suburban,
comprising for the most part an array of vacant lots, squatter huts, vegetable gardens,
rubbish dumps, and goat yards, and the only “rapid transit” connecting it directly with the
city was a line of horse-cars on Amsterdam Avenue. Yet amid this wilderness signs were
already evident of its being transformed into a monumental Acropolis. At one end of the
Heights was the massive Tomb of General Grant; at the other were the huge foundations
of the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral of St. John the Divine and the spacious domed
hospital of St. Luke. And in the center of and at the crest was the new and imposing Low
Memorial Library, flanked and backed by a series of paved rectangles and grassy plots
around which other Columbia buildings were erected or projected – all in classical or
renaissance style.
Critics of Columbia architecture on Morningside Heights have not been lacking.
Some find it too uniform and monotonous; some, too utilitarian; others, not utilitarian or
functional enough; some would prefer the neo-Gothic of Princeton or Yale; others, the
modernist sky-scraper or steel-and-glass structures of Pittsburgh or Hunter. It is true that
the first Columbia buildings on Morningside – those I frequented as an undergraduate –
had too much waste space in corridors and height of ceilings, and the Low Library was
more of a monument and show-lace than a convenient repository for books. I, for one,
nevertheless like the elegant simplicity and uniform harmony of the architecture, and
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from the first I have felt about it what has been expressed in a tribute to its planner and
designer, Charles Follen McKim:
The green of turf and tree, the clear blue sky,
Soft red of brick and gray in wall and dome -That dome low-rounding mid the rising halls
In simple majesty – our Mother’s home.

For this, which half unheeding we enjoy,
The harmony of color and of line,
The symphony of stone and sod and sky,
For these good gifts the Mother’s thanks are thine.8
Columbia College had always been – and still was – small and mainly local. My
own class numbered slightly over a hundred, and the total enrollment was 470, most of whom
were residents of New York or its environs. Already, the College was incorporated in a larger
whole – Columbia University – graduate schools and professional schools of law, medicine, and
applied science. But all these together had a student body of fewer than 2,200; and to make the
total more impressive, one added the 300 women students in associated Teachers College. For
the entire university, the grand total of the students was thus short of 3,000, and that of teaching
staff (professors, instructors, tutors, and all) was 370 – small university compared with most
American universities of a half-century later. And, believe it or not, only eighteen persons were

8

Geddes Smith
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then listed as “administrative officials.” Academic administration was much simpler in 1900
than in 1950.
Columbia’s President in 1900 was Seth Low, a modest, charming gentleman of an older
mercantile family of Brooklyn, and an alumnus of the College, who devoted a substantial portion
of his personal fortune to constructing the Low Memorial Library and endowing the chair of
history to which, and much later, I was appointed. The President greeted each of us freshmen
personally, and he could be seen daily as a devout attendant at morning prayers conducted by a
ruddy-faced well-fed Episcopal chaplain known familiarly to the students as Brandywater.
The Dean of the College, J. Howard Van Amringe as he was formally addressed and
“Van Am” as he was called in campus song and story, was more fabulous. With his snowy hair
and his “whiskers rare,” he was quite frightening to freshmen, and the only students who had
easy access to him and found him affable were scions, like himself, of prominent New York
families, especially if they were on the varsity crew. I bearded him but once in his office; my
head was well-nigh snapped off and my request gruffly refused.
Undoubtedly the most spectacular event of my undergraduate years was the inauguration,
in 1902, of Nicholas Murray Butler of the College class of 1882 as twelfth President of
Columbia in succession to Seth Low, who had just resigned to become Mayor of New York. As
a lowly Junior I witnessed the colorful academic procession and the solemn proceedings in the
gymnasium. Our class officers were there carrying blue-and-white batons. There also were
three of the highest officials of the land, all Columbia alumni;: New York City’s Mayor, Seth
Low, Columbia College 1870; New York State’s Governor, Benjamin B. Odell, Columbia
College 1877; the President of the United States, Theodore Roosevelt, Columbia Law 1882. To
President Butler, and the great work he did for the university, I shall repeatedly refer in the
261

following pages, for his long tenure of office almost covered my own long career at Columbia.
Suffice it here to remark that as early as my college graduation he was already being dubbed
“Nicholas Miraculous.”
My graduation was in 1904, which happened to be Columbia’s sesquicentennial year, and
hence the occasion for another gala celebration on Morningside Heights. Fifty years afterwards,
the fiftieth anniversary of the college class of 1904 coincided with the still more elaborate
commemoration of Columbia’s bicentennial. The parades seen, the speeches heard, the banquets
eaten! Unforeseen fate of a country youth in an urban college!
Columbia College of my time was conservative as well as small. It was little influenced
by the current vogue of “free electives” which President Elliot introduced at Harvard. Rather, it
stuck to a curriculum of largely prescribed courses, at least for freshmen and sophomores: a year
each of advanced Latin, mathematics, science, history, economics, philosophy and logic, and two
years of English rhetoric and literature and of a modern foreign language. A regulated number
of electives might be taken by a junior; and a senior, by exercising “professional option,” might
start work in law, medicine, or engineering. Moreover, the lecture system never took root in
Columbia College. The college being small, its classes were small and were conducted
informally with plenty of discussion between teacher and taught.
The teaching staff, on the whole, was excellent. Particularly was I impressed by
Burchard, who took us through Livy and Horace and entertained us with parodies of the latter’s
odes; by George Odell, who blue-pencilled our freshmen themes and doubted whether any of us
“would rise, like Aphrodite, above a C;” by whose mathematics gave me glimpses of infinity; by
William Nitze, who looked French and bubbled it; by William Hervey, who looked German and
marshalled us through Lessing, Schiller, and Goethe; y Brander Matthews, who chatted about
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English drama and American literature, and about the great men who knew,; by Adam Leroy
Jones, who warned us against logical fallacies; by Herbert Lord, who paid formal obeisance to
physical psychology by exhibiting at the outset a skull and a chart of man’s nervous system, but
who thenceforth forgot all about it and turned to ethical preachment; by Edwin Seligman, who
expounded the “laws” of classical economics and dwelt especially on “marginal utility,” and his
assistant, Alvin Johnson, who seemed dubious and scared in the classroom but was wise and
encouraging in office conference. There was also William Robert Shepherd, who clarified for
me my vocation in history. Of him and others, I shall speak later.
Columbia has often been charged with a lack of “college life” and “college spirit.” True,
ever since I have known the institution, the undergraduates have been outnumbered and usually
overlooked by graduate students coming from, and retaining ties with, other colleges. True too,
while I was an undergraduate there were no dormitories at Columbia, and while some of my
fellow collegians lived in the dozen or more fraternity houses or otherwise roomed and boarded
on Morningside Heights, the large majority lived away from the Heights and commuted to
college. Nevertheless, there was then, as previously and as subsequently still more, a real
college tradition and spirit. To this the very smallness of the college contributed. Every student
knew every other student, and there were plenty of student activities – crew, football, basketball,
baseball, swimming, fencing, track; freshman-sophomore can sprees and tug of war; junior and
senior proms; daily Spectator, monthly Lit, Philoleian society, debating, chess, orchestra, glee
club, etc. And, of course, there was much “politicating” for class offices, and many “talkfests” at
lunch or dinner on the campus or over beer at the Lion in 110th Street, at the Widow’s on
Riverside Drive, or best of all, with good musical accompaniment, at Pabst’s Harlem.
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During my first two years at Columbia, the time and energy I spent in travelling back and
forth to distant Brooklyn, and in seeing New York City, prevented me from any major
participation in student activities. I did engage in many “talkfests,” and I did form some highly
valued and lasting friendships with classmates, notably with the future New York lawyers, James
L. Robinson, Oscar Houston, and A. M. Davis, with Alfred Harcourt and Donald Brace, the
future publishers, with William A. Aery, of future Tuskegee fame, with Edwin Updike, Edwin
Kilroe, James Myers, Eugene Piton, Walter Tice, Edwin Vogel, and that personification of
college spirit “Pop” von Bernuth.
At the beginning of my junior year, I joined the Columbia chapter of Alpha Chi Rho, and
in the fraternity I found a congenial center for extra-curricular activities. I became its local head,
and shortly afterwards a national officer. I owe no little debt to it.
In company with a classmate, I visited the World’s Fair at buffalo in 1901 and stood on
the spot where a few days later President McKinley was assassinated. I hope I am not a jonah
for Presidents, but I must confess that in another 22 years I was in San Francisco when President
Harding died there suddenly under mysterious circumstances, and that in still another 22 years
President Franklin Roosevelt died just after writing me one of his last letters.
The long college vacations from 1902 to 1905 I spent in a pleasant summer hotel at
Watermill, Long Island. I bicycled the sandy roads about, sailed on the bay, swam in the ocean,
and earned some money, which with scholarships from Columbia and subsidies from home,
helped me through college and in a first year of graduate work. I also became acquainted with a
New York University engineering student, Stanley Crandell, with whom his mother I made my
first trip to Europe.
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2. History Vocation
What should be my life work? I had dreamed in boyhood of becoming a locomotive
engineer; railway trains were as exciting to boys of the 1880’s as autos and airplanes to boys of
the 1950’s. That dream evaporated and in high school my thoughts were os some learned
profession. My father would have liked me to follow in the footsteps of himself and other
members of the family and become a physician. To this end, he tried to interest me in chemistry,
and on the side he gave me lessons in anatomy and taught me the Latin names of all the bones in
the human body. (I have since found them useful for cross-work puzzles.).
Medicine, however, did not appeal to me, and my father regretfully but wisely
recognized the fact and abandoned the idea of making a physician of me. The alternative seemed
to be law. I liked speaking and debating, and the legal profession was obviously a main recourse
for politically minded persons. When I entered Columbia College in 1900, it was with the
avowed purpose of exercising the “professional option” it offered, and utilizing my senior year to
begin the three-year course in Columbia’s excellent Law School.
Among the prescribed courses in the College was History A – a general survey of
European history from ancient times to the nineteenth century – which might be taken in either
freshman or sophomore year. Thinking it of secondary importance for a prospective lawyer, I
postponed it to sophomore year and was then assigned to a section of twenty-five fellow
collegians presided over by William Robert Shepherd. Shepherd, though actually a young
instructor then, struck us, with his greying hair, Southern courtesy, and big diamond ring, as
positively venerable, and he had the qualities of clarity, precision, and system which betoken an
orderly mind and a successful teacher. He gave us bi-weekly written quizzes, and after mid-year
examination called us severally to his office to advise us about our grades.
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I went to Shepherd’s office, then in University Hall, with a feeling that I had not done
very well in his course. He therefore stunned and rendered me speechless by quietly remarking
that he regretted he couldn’t do better by me than to give me eight straight A’s on the tests.
“Have you ever thought of making a career in history,” he asked. I managed to stammer that I
hadn’t but I would. I left his office in a daze. A great light had suddenly dawned upon me that I
was called, not to law, but to history.
A vocation, whatever it may be, whether of scholar, physician, lawyer, farmer,
merchant, mechanic, or clergyman, comes sooner or later, I am convinced, to every normal
young man, and is usually an outcome of natural aptitudes and previous unconscious preparation.
Mine, as historian, was revealed in a flash, when I was almost twenty, but I know that it had been
in the making throughout my youth.
Several predilections had predisposed me to a career in history, and without my
recognizing it at the time, had given me basic equipment for pursuing it. First was early love of
books and of reading, acquired from both my parents. Our village home had a fairly large and
rather select library, and, without distraction of radio or television, we spent much of our spare
time in using it. From the time I was nine or ten years old until I went to college, my father and I
took turns in reading aloud almost all of Dickens, the Waveley novels of Scott (which I liked),
the Leatherstocking tales of Copper (which bored me stiff), Kingsley’s Hereward the Wake and
Westward Ho, Thackeray’s Newcombs and Henry Esmond, much of Shakespeare, Macaulay’s
Lays of Ancient Rome and a good deal of other poetry. In our library too, were such monthly
magazines as Harpers, Scribners, and Century, then containing historical articles which I
particularly liked to read, and likewise the daily New York World from whose reports of the
Spanish-American War I compiled a juvenile “history” in 1898.
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The school also had a library; and, being especially familiar with it, I was charged
one summer with the job of cataloguing it according to the Dewey-decimal system. Besides, I
did a good deal of “outside reading” in connection with the Ancient, English, and American
history courses I had in High School, and I early acquired the habit of looking up historical
references in one or another of the encyclopedias which reposed in the study room.
A second predilection was for writing. In this I had much more practice and
encouragement in high school than does the average youth of today. Written tests were then not
of the “true and false” kind which only require the pupil to make an “x”; rather, they called for
answers in essay form with due attention to spelling, punctuation, and grammar. There were
regular courses for all of us on English composition as well as English and American literature,
and we were expected to try to imitate some model stylist (I chose Washington Irving). Then,
during freshman year in college, there was the prescribed daily theme course, in which George
Odell mercilessly wielded his blue pencil over “fine writing” and “flowers of rhetoric,” and
insistently upheld clarity as the supreme virtue. “No clarity of thought without clarity of
expression,” he reiterated.
A third helpful preparation was in foreign languages. I started Latin, at my father’s
behest, while I was in grammar school, and carried on with it through high school and the first
year of college, by which time most of the classical Roman authors were familiars of mine.
Greek, being then required for college entrance, I also had at least a smattering of: the high
school carried me through two years of it, including Xenophon, and a local Presbyterian
clergyman tutored me, for a third year, in the intricacies of the Iliad. Besides, I began in high
school and continued in college with French and German. None of these languages did I then
learn to speak with any fluency, and Greek soon resumed in my mind the status of dead
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language. Nevertheless, one could hardly be exposed as long as I was to language courses
without getting a sense of great historic literatures and cultures.
A bent toward history was doubtless indicated and strengthened by several other
youthful experiences. My mother gave me piano lessons before I went to school and by the time
I left home for college I had come to share her special interest in the history of music and the
lives of eminent composers. Moreover, I did a bit more traveling than most village boys of the
time, and on family visits to New York, Albany, Washington, and Chicago, to Cooperstown,
Long Island, or Nantucket, it was historical sights and scenes which particularly fascinated me.
Even on canoe trips which as a youth I made down the Susquehanna and Delaware rivers, the
camping outfit always included a history book. It seems clear to me now, though not then, that
history was already calling me.
3.

Answering the Call

Once the call – the vocation – to the history profession was revealed to me, as by a
flash of lightning, in that office of Professor Shepherd’s in the latter part of my sophomore year
in college, I dropped all thought of studying law and turned consciously and purposefully to
preparing myself to be an historian. Following Shepherd’s advice, I took in my junior year an
advanced course of his in English history and a second, by the methodical George Botsford, in
ancient history. Then, for senior year, I elected three courses in history, offered respectively by
William A. Dunning, William M. Sloane, and James Harvey Robinson.
Here I ran into a snag, for to take more than two courses a year in my one department
required the Dean’s approval, and, when I sought this by calling upon him in person, the
redoubtable Van Am shook his whiskers, bared his teeth, and peremptorily shouted at me:
“specializing altogether too soon, specializing altogether too soon; get out.” I was already
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twenty-one, and, again prompted by Shepherd, quite persistent. I simply went ahead, dean or no
dean, and registered for the three courses and eventually got full credit for them. And the history
courses in my junior and senior years were supplemented by continuing courses in economics,
philosophy, French, and German.
Of the three history courses in my senior year, only Dunning’s – on United States
history – was strictly undergraduate. William Archibald Dunning, with his red and grey
Vandyke beard and his black silk skull cap, seemed very venerable, and according to student
gossip he had been a general, or at least a captain, in the Confederate army. At any rate, he
devoted three sessions of his course to day-by-day re-fighting of the battle of Gettysburg; and in
guiding us through the reconstruction era he betrayed a strong sympathy for the South and for
Andrew Johnson and a pronounced antipathy toward Abolitionists in general and toward Ben
Butler, Thad Stevens, and Charles Sumner in particular. It was a shock to me to learn much later
that Dunning was only eight years old when the Civil War ended, that he had been born not in
the South but in New Jersey (though of a Democratic “copperhead” family) and that he had come
to Columbia after having been expelled for a student prank. He certainly was a witty teacher as
well as an eminent scholar.
The course of Sloane’s on Europe since the French Revolution was mainly for
graduate students and hence primarily a lecture course. William Mulligan Sloane was large in
girth and pontifical in manner. A classmate and close friend of Seth Low, he had been called by
the latter from a professorship at Princeton to be the head of the history department at Columbia
and the first occupant of the recently endowed Seth Low “chair” (“settee” would have been more
appropriate for him). He told us at the start of the course that he would follow, in his lectures, a
“peninsular method,” treating in turn of the Grecian, Italic, Iberian, and Scandinavian peninsulas,
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and then of the British “because, gentlemen, if we may believe the geologists, Britain was once a
peninsula of the continent.” The lectures he read to us sounded portentous, but were actually
taken almost verbatim from a well-known volume of the French historian Seignobos. Yet on
occasion he would interrupt the reading and would both entertain and enlighten us with
impromptu reminiscences of his secretaryship to George Bancroft at Berlin in the 1870’s or of
the field excursions he had made in preparing for his life of Napoleon. There was little chance of
a student’s questioning Sloane. He did all the talking, and after fifty minutes his exit from the
classroom was definitely precipitous.
What interested me most in my senior year was another chiefly graduate course on
the “medieval history of the intellectual class,” given by James Harvey Robinson. So interesting
and so provocative did I find it that before the year was over I decided to stay at Columbia for
graduate study and to work for a doctorate in medieval history under Robinson’s auspices and
sponsorship. Consequently, after graduating from Columbia College as an A.B. in the spring of
1904, I reentered the University the ensuing fall as a candidate for the degree of A.M. and Ph.D.
At that time, university graduate work in the arts and sciences, with conferring of the
degree of Ph.D., was still something of a novelty in the intellectual life of the United States. It
had been imported from the European continent, especially from Germany, hardly more than
twenty-five years previously, and then by a comparatively small number of American institutions
– most notably by the recently founded universities of John Hopkins (1876), Clark (1887),
Catholic (1889), and Chicago (1892), and by Harvard and Columbia (1880) where graduate
schools were superimposed on much older colleges.
At Columbia, graduate work in history was conducted, together with that in public
law, economics, and sociology, by the school, or faculty, of Political Science which John W.
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Burgess had founded in 1880 and of which he was still Dean when I attended it. It presented in
form and spirit a marked contrast with the historic American college. Whereas the college was
in the English tradition, the graduate school reflected its German source. Burgess himself had
been a student at the German universities of Gottingen, Leipzig, and Berlin, and all but one of
my professors in the graduate school had studied in Germany – Sloane at Leipzig, Robinson at
Freiburg, Osgood, Dunning, Monroe Smith, Shepherd, Simkovitch, and Seligman at Berlin.
Only John Bassett Moore lacked any German training; his sole alma mater was Jefferson’s
University of Virginia.
In keeping with German usage, the graduate professors customarily wore black or
dark grey coats, striped trousers, and top hats; and, in addition to lecture courses, they conducted
seminars in which students presented research reports that might develop into masters’ essays
and doctoral dissertations. Columbia, together with Harvard and Chicago, had the largest
number of graduate students in the first decade of this century, but even so the number was
relatively small. The time had not yet come when every college teacher was expected to have a
Ph.D. degree, and when hordes of would-be high school teachers would be overcrowding our
universities in search of masters’ degrees championed by professional “educators” and
prescribed by state legislation. Most of my fellow graduate students at Columbia were sincerely
interested in scholarship for its own sake and esteemed the doctorate, with published dissertation,
as a badge or crown of scholarly attainment; a master’s degree might be picked up en route, as it
were, but being more English than German in origin, it was quite incidental and lightly regarded.
Each of us graduate students “matriculated” in German fashion by obtaining the
Dean’s approval of our choice of “major” subject and two “minors” and the consent of a
professor in the major to act as sponsor and adviser. The Dean’s office then provided us with
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little “matriculation books” in which were entered the titles of our lecture courses and seminars
and the signatures of the several professors in charge when teaching began and again when it
ended. This was the only “attendance” record, and, for the doctorate, there were no written
examinations – only final “orals” in major, minors, required foreign languages, and dissertation.
In my time, few, if any graduate students majored in modern European history.
Though a small number chose ancient history under Botsford, the favorite majors were medieval
history under Robinson and American history under Osgood or Dunning. Osgood always had a
sizeable clientele and his exacting seminars in colonial history produced a galaxy of brilliant
well-trained scholars such as Robert L. Schuyler, Arthur M. Schlesinger, George Kouis Beer,
and Dixon Ryan Fox. To Dunning’s famous seminar on post-Civil War reconstruction flocked
ambitious young men from every Southern state, and from it they returned with training and
enthusiasm to some of the most important educational posts in the South; for example there were
Ramsdell in Texas, Fleming in Tennessee, Hamilton and Pearson and Kendirck in North
Carolina, Simkins in South Carolina. Another and almost equally famous seminar of Dunning’s
on political theory also drew as able group, including Charles Merriam who later distinguished
himself at Chicago, F.W. Coker at Yale, and Paul Douglas in the United States Senate.
I have always been glad that for my own graduate training in history, I chose
American history as a first “minor,” attending Dunning’s courses, and, as a second minor, John
Bassett Moore’s lectures on international law and the history of diplomacy. These introduced
me to significant aspects of the nationalism and internationalism of modern times and were quite
fascinating. Moore had had much practical experience in the State Department before coming to
Columbia, and he had not only a highly critical and realistic but a very good-humored view of
international relations. In lecturing to us, his frequent spontaneous chuckling gave notice that he

272

was about to spring a joke and it was so hearty as to set us laughing with him before we got the
point of the joke.
But, after all, I am happiest that I chose medieval history as my major subject and had
James Harvey Robinson as my prime mentor. Robinson went through many intellectual phases.
A native of Illinois and a graduate of Harvard, he had taken a doctorate at the German University
of Freiburg with a dissertation on the dreary political topic of functioning of the German
Bundesrath. Then returning to America, he had served an apprenticeship at the University of
Pennsylvania, where he fell under the influence of Henry C. Lea, the bookman and critic of the
medieval Inquisition, and formed intimate and enduring friendships with Edward P. Cheyney and
Dana C. Munro. By the time he came to Barnard College and Columbia University and
throughout the years of my graduate work, he was primarily a medievalist and secondarily a
sympathetic student of the “Enlightenment” of the eighteenth century.
What first impressed me about Robinson was his unconventionality in conducting
classes. To my student generation, accustomed as it was to professors who assumed a grave
dignity and read their lectures, it was startling and refreshing to have a professor who always
talked informally, who usually ambled while he talked, and who, when he did sit down, sat on
the desk rather than behind it. He was no orator, nor spell-binder. But he was witty, with the wit
of impelling intelligence.
A more basic characteristic of Robinson –one which with infectious enthusiasm he
implanted in students – was a restless, insatiable curiosity, a curiosity not only about unfamiliar
times and places but about commonplaces and common assumptions. This he exemplified and
idealized in what he called the “New History.” To possess and to stimulate curiosity, he
believed, would mean history more abundant and more significant.
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Robinson’s special concern was with intellectual history, especially with ideas about
religion, sciences, and “progress.” He was impatient with the narrowly political historiography
which predominated in the nineteenth century and which in his own day reached perhaps its
dreariest achievement in the fat volumes of the Cambridge Modern History. He had a distaste,
moreover, for merely antiquarian history and likewise for economic history. The economic
interpretation of history only mildly interested him, and then chiefly as still another example of
human tendency to dogmatism. He was no friend of dogmas, whether Marxian or Christian.
To graduate students of my generation, Robinson gave a remarkably meticulous and
valuable training in historical method. He was as sympathetic with the scientific method
championed by Ranke as he was unsympathetic with the political content of Ranke’s historical
writing. In his seminars he concentrated on topics and periods in the European middle ages, with
the oft-repeated explanation that those ages provided a peculiarly favorable field for scholarly
training inasmuch as their source materials were relatively fewer, better organized, and more
manageable than those for modern times. Medieval study, he maintained, was essential for an
understanding of modern Europe and America, and the methods acquired in such study could be
fruitfully applied to any field of history.
As a matter of fact, this is what happened to most of Robinson’s graduate students of
my time. The only ones I recall who stuck to medieval history and had subsequent distinguished
careers in that field were Lynn Thorndike and Louise Loomis. On the other hand, medieval
study under Robinson proved a starting-point for lifework, for example, of Jams Shotwell in
contemporary international relations, of Preserved Smith and Salwyn Schapiro in modern
European cultural history, and of Carl Becker, David Muzzey, and William K. Boyd in American
history.
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An important element in the training Robinson gave us – or at least tried to give us –
was his feeling for form and good literary expression. He was an artist as well as a scholar and,
unlike some other directors of Ph.D. dissertations in those days, he did not believe that history, to
be accurate, must be unreadable or devoid of humor. Besides, he took a devoted personal
interest in his students. He talked with us as if there were no barriers between teacher and
taught, as if we were all fellow investigators and real colleagues in intellectual discoveries of the
greatest interest and consequence. He welcomed us alike to his office and to his home.
Of course in my graduate years at Columbia I attended lectures by a number of
Robinson’s colleagues and profited from them. There was Herbert Osgood, from whose
intensive one-year course on the political history of medieval England I accumulated more notes
and bibliographies than from all other courses put together. There was William M. Sloane’s
affable course which was announced as “Transitions in European history with special reference
to the English revolution of 1689” but which, after meandering among ancient Persians, Greeks,
and Romans, stopped short with a lecture on “monasteries as the gentleman’s clubs of the middle
ages.” There were also courses by Dunning and Burgess. The former of these I thoroughly
enjoyed. The latter I soon found to consist of reading from the proof-sheets of Burgess’s
constitutional history of the United States, interspersed with oracular utterances about “sound
political science”; I absented myself from the course most of the time, and about all I have to
show for it is Burgess’s beautiful autograph in my matriculation book at the beginning of the
year and again at the end.
In 1905 I received the degree of A.M. with a thesis which I wrote for Robinson on
“The Disputed Papal Election of 1378” and which is still decently interred, I hope, in the
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Columbia University Library. In 1906 I completed the two-year residence requirement for the
doctorate, though I had not yet taken the oral examination or written the dissertation.
4.

Launched on Career

Nowadays university-trained historians find courses, not only in teaching, but in
government service (especially in the State Department), in public or private libraries and
museums, in journalism and other literary pursuits, in radio and television; and a
disproportionate number of present-day college presidents and deans are drawn from the history
profession. It was much less so back in 1906. My generation of graduate students, with very
few exceptions, looked forward to teaching. And as yet the professional “educators” had not
succeeded in persuading state legislators to bestow a monopoly of public school teaching on
persons without much training in any subject-matter but with a great deal in educational
“methods.” I never took a “methods” course, and nevertheless in 1906 I was eligible to teach,
without further ado, in either college or high school. I registered accordingly with several
teachers’ agencies.
It was then, and still is, not uncommon for a university to piece out its undergraduate
teaching by temporary employment of a candidate for the doctorate who had completed the
residence requirements but not the dissertation. Columbia, for the academic year 1906-1907,
wanted such a person to conduct a course in modern European history for college juniors and
seniors and to assist in the prescribed general history course for underclassmen. Professor
Robinson recommended me for the job. Professor Dunning recommended a student of his, Paul
Hawarth. The latter was appointed. He was older than I; he had some teaching experience; and,
having majored in American history, he must have been deemed better equipped to teach modern
European history than a medievalist like me.
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Through agencies, I learned of two other possible openings. One was in the St.
John’s Episcopal preparatory school in Manlius, New York, which I visited, but finding the job
involved a kind of nurseship for young boys, I respectfully declined it. The other was the
headship of the history department in the Paterson (New Jersey) High School at the attractive
salary, for a beginner, of $1,800. Here, along with other applicants, I took a competitive oral
examination administered by the school superintendent and members of the board of education
in the early autumn of 1906.
On November 21, while living at home in Afton and doing some preliminary work on
a doctoral dissertation, I received a letter notifying me of my election to the post in Paterson,
effective in the following February, and asking my acceptance within two weeks. The same mail
brought me also the following letter from James Harvey Robinson at Columbia: “My dear
Hayes, I am happy to say that it looks as if we were going to have a place for you for the last
half-year which may perhaps develop into a position which you can hold until you get a better
one. Dr. Haworth is accepting a call which will take him away for the second half-year. This
will leave a certain amount of work to be done and we are all quite sure that you are the man to
do it. I hope, therefore, that you will get down as soon as you can and see Professor Sloane, who
asked me to write you. There is nothing magnificent about the position, but it will give you
some experience and perhaps enough money to live on. It is, at any rate, worth looking into, and
we should be disappointed if we could not get you.”
To New York I hurried and called on Professor Sloane. Comfortably ensconced in a
big chair, though none too big for him, with four big cigars protruding from his waistcoat pocket,
he received me with his habitual urbanity and somewhat deprecatingly explained the nature of
the position which he, as head of the history department, was offering me. It would be
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temporary, - for a half-year only, albeit if I “made good” I might be reappointed for one full year
longer – and my title would be Lecturer, the lowliest title in the academic hierarchy. The salary
would likewise be the lowliest - $400 for the half-year. And no questions would be asked about
my religious or political affiliations: “I am a Calvinist myself,” Professor Sloane said with
obvious pride, “but not a Puritan.”
There was no hesitation on my part in deciding between a toehold in Columbia
College and a headship in Paterson High School, although the decision baffled some of my
relatives. At the beginning of February 1907, at the age of twenty four, I was launched – quite
tentatively – on a career of college teaching. I had two or three sections of “History A,” a small
class in modern European history, and a “third hour” with upperclassmen attending Robinson’s
graduate lecture course on medieval history. The last, in which I had been trained, was relatively
easy for me, but I was scantily equipped to plunge into modern history, and I would almost
certainly have foundered had I not worked very hard and particularly if I had not had the helpful
advice of a fellow-instructor in “History A”, Charles Austin Beard. It was Beard who
supplemented my training in medieval history by a very practical introduction to sources and
outstanding secondary materials for modern history.
Beard, like me, had started out as a medievalist. Of a well-to-do family in Indiana he
had acquired at De Pauw University an interest in the history of medieval English political
institutions, which he had followed up by study in England at Oxford under the tutelage of
Professor York-Powell. Returning to America, he had registered for a doctorate at Cornel, but,
finding Ithaca less stimulating than New York, he had transferred to Columbia where he earned a
Ph.D. with a dissertation, under Professor Osgood, on the office of the justice of the peace in
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medieval England. He had started teaching history in Columbia College in 1904, the year I
graduated from the College.
Beard, while in England, and professedly a medievalist, had derived from his master
York-Powell, and his energetic wife, Mary Beard, also a graduate of De Pauw, a keen interest in
the industrial and social revolution of modern times. He had lectured for the British Labor Party
and had helped to found the Ruskin College for workingmen at Oxford. He was thus in the
avant-guarde of American progressives of the era of Theodore Roosevelt and Robert La Follette
and a pronounced “modernist.” He was widely read in modern, as well as medieval,
historiography, and he had a flaming, missionary zeal. He was even suspected of sympathy with
a strange new doctrine, hitherto neglected at Columbia no less than at other American
universities, the doctrine of Marxian socialism. He enthralled students, and to him, as well as to
Shepherd and Robinson, I owe a major debt for history training and insight and encouragement.
Despite handicaps, I must have “made good” in the spring of 1907, for toward its
close Professor Sloane informed me that he was nominating me for reappointment as “Lecturer”
for the year 1907-1908 at a year’s salary of $800. True, not being an especially efficient
administrator, he forgot to include me in the annual budget, and it took him several months and a
struggle with Dean Burgess of the Faculty of Political Science (who disliked the College and
begrudged any appropriation to it) to secure the promised stipend for me. Meanwhile, however,
I was helped out by a grant of $250 which dear old Professor Julius Sachs made me for giving an
“extension” course in American history at Teachers College. I am happy to add that in this
course I first made the acquaintance of Manya Gordon Strumsky and through her that of her
equally fine husband, Simeon Strumsky – acquaintances that developed into intimate life-long
friendships.
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My appointment as “Lecturer” was successfully renewed for two more years, from
1908 to 1910, each time with an increase of salary. During the summer of 1908 I made a kind of
“grand tour” of Europe, in company with Stanley Crandell, an engineering student at New York
University, and with his mother, a charming lady of the “old school” who had often entertained
me at their home in New York. We toured the Low Countries, went by easy stage up the Rhine
into Switzerland where we climbed a few select mountains, and, after a fairly leisurely sojourn in
Paris, crossed the Channel to England. There, while the Crandells visited Scotland, I
concentrated on London, Oxford, and a walking trip (amid a downpour of rain) past Tintern
Abbey up the Wye Valley. It was all very interesting and instructive, but, like many another
young American, I found Paris most stimulating and most congenial.
On returning to Columbia, I found time to press forward with the doctoral
dissertation. Professor Robinson had originally suggested that I deal with some phase of
ecclesiastical influence on the shaping of state institutions in the early middle ages, say in the
time of Charlemagne, but after making a preliminary study of the subject I had discarded it in
favor of another suggestion of his. This was that I survey in a critical manner the sources of our
knowledge about the relationship of the German “invasions” to the supposed “fall” of the Roman
Empire; and during the Thanksgiving and Christmas holidays of 1908, working day and night I
prepared, from notes I had spasmodically accumulated in the preceding two years, a dissertation
on the subject. It was published, and, after passing my final oral examination it, on French and
German, and on major and minor subjects, I received the Ph.D. degree at the Columbia
Commencement of 1909. In those days, the recipients of the doctorate were few enough and
presumably distinguished enough to be paraded, with a fanfare of trumpets, up onto the dais and
to receive severally their diplomas and academic hoods and the congratulatory handshake of the
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President of the University. Nowadays they merely arise en masse in the audience and are told
they will receive diplomas by mail.
Through Professor Robinson’s kindly recommendation, I was invited to teach at the
University of Chicago during its summer “quarter” of 1909. It proved to be a very hot summer,
even for Chicago, but I enjoyed the students and the democratic association at the Quadrangle
Club with the local professors and with fellow visiting instructors, notably Frank Hodder of
Kansas and Robert Lord of Harvard. As a result of the summer, as doubtless Robinson had
hoped for, the University of Chicago, through the head of its history department, Andrew C.
McLaughlin, offered me in the spring of 1910 an assistant professorship; and the offer served as
an incentive to Columbia to match it and to exceed its financial compensation.
So in 1919 I attained professorial rank, with something like permanent tenure. I was
no longer tentatively, but truly, launched on an academic career as an historian.
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Speech by Hayes as part of ceremony in Madrid9
June 9, 1942
It is my great honor and privilege to place in Your Excellency’s hands the letter by which
the President of the United States of America accredits me near Your Excellency as his
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary. I beg at the same time to present to Your
Excellency the letter of recall of my distinguished predecessor, the Honorable Alexander W.
Weddell, who by reason of serious illness has been compelled to retire from public service. I
know that he has resigned his post as Ambassador to Spain with profound regret.
I am by profession, sir, an historian, and one sympathetically familiar with the long proud
history of Spain. As such I am particularly mindful of the great cultural debt which my country,
together with its sister nations of the New World, owes to Spain. It was Spain whose celebrated
Admiral exactly four and a half centuries ago discovered our continents and opened them to
Christian settlement and Christian civilization. It was Spain which, during ensuing generations,
implanted far and wide throughout America certain basic institutions, a graciousness of living,
and the sense of personal dignity which is Spain’s illustrious heritage. It was Spain, too-we
Americans always gratefully remember – which gave invaluable aid to the United States in
establishing its freedom and independence as a nation.
It is gratifying to be able to remark that at the present time every college and university in
the United States supports professorships and libraries of Spanish language and literature, while
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282

for a score of years Spanish has been taught in our secondary schools more widely than any other
foreign language.
My country, Excellency, is an idealistic country. It cherishes intellectual and spiritual
values. It is thoroughly conscious at the same time of the high esteem in which these values
have been held by the Spanish during a long and glorious history.
The United States seeks the friendship of all peoples. It is devoted to the thesis that the
security and well-being of every country are directly dependent upon the security and well-being
of all other countries. Respect for the sovereignty of other nations is, therefore, a basic tenet of
our foreign policy. We do not try to impose our system of government on any other people.
Equally, we are always quick to resist any attempt of another government to impose its system
on us.
My country is devoted also to the principle that international trade should be freed to the
greatest possible extent from the restrictions which have barred the nations of the world from
free access to raw materials which should in justice be made available to all peoples on an equal
basis. No country is self-sufficient or is capable of becoming self-sufficient without disastrously
lowering the living standards of its people.
Therefore, within the limitations naturally imposed by the troubled circumstances in
which we all live today, my country is prepared to engage in honorable trade with all countries
which are in a position to trade with us, exchanging those commodities which we are free to
export for those products which friendly nations can send to us without depriving their own
people.
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In seeking sincerely and to the best of my ability to interpret to Your Excellency’s
Government the aims and ideals of my Government, and to communicate and interpret to my
Government the ideals and aspirations of Your Excellency’s Government, I venture to express
the hope that I may receive the understanding assistance of Your Excellency and of those
persons whom Your Excellency has chosen to collaborate with you in your high endeavor.
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Response from Franco at Ceremony in Madrid10
I receive with deep satisfaction from Your Excellency’s hands the credential letter in
which His Excellency the President of the United States of America accredits you to me as his
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary, and I very gratefully reply to the kind words of
Your Excellency conveys to me the greeting and personal esteem of the First Magistrate of the
American people. To these I cordially respond, joining to his my reciprocal good wishes for him
personally and for the nations over which he presides.
I am especially thankful to the President of the United States for the delicate attention he
has showed in selecting such an illustrious person as Your Excellency to represent him in Spain.
We all know, and I and my Government appreciate, the qualifications and work of Your
Excellency as an historian and the friendly sympathy with which throughout your cultural and
professional life you have known how to estimate and set forth the true significance of Spanish
achievements in America across the centuries, and the high disinterestedness and noble zeal with
which our predecessors carried the sign of the Cross and the light of civilization to backward
peoples that through the kindly forethought of the Catholic Queen [Isabella] were incorporated
into the modern world by means of the brave action and intelligent thinking of so many famous
pioneers whom Spain devoted to the great work of transfusing our soul and our blood into the
immense American world. I am convinced of the fine promise and happy augury which such an
appointment as your indicates, in as much no one is in a better position to build up good relations
and make the existing situation in the world less delicate than he who, through his mastery of our
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history and his spiritual attitude toward it, knows us and can appreciate at their due worth the
basic qualities of our race.
This conviction and the reciprocal confidence which proceeds from it makes me regard
the beginning of Your Excellency’s mission in Spain, which I desire should be long and fruitful,
with a fundamental optimism which permits me to hope that, subject to the mutual respect for
our different regimes to which you so understandingly allude, the collaboration of Your
Excellency with my Government will be advantageous for both sides and conducive to the
highest interests of humanity.
I believe also in the good of the economic interchange to which Your Excellency refers in
the words you have just spoken, thanks to which the friendly spiritual relationship will have the
solid support of a correlation of interests between the countries, based on the principle that no
people an earth can live normally by its own economy and that all need on another for the
attainment of human ends.
In giving, then, to Your excellency the most hearty welcome, and in thanking you for
your offer to communicate our aspirations and points of view, and I assure you, with my personal
assistance, the friendly and sincere cooperation of my Government in the common labor.
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Resignation Letter of Carlton J.H. Hayes11
Madrid, November 9, 1944

Dear Mr. President,
In the spring of 1942 you honored and entrusted me with a wartime mission as your
Ambassador to Spain. This mission, I believe, has now been discharged. Spain not only did not
enter the war on the side of the Axis or jeopardize Allied military operations in North Africa in
1942, in Italy in 1943, or in France in 1944, but has actually accorded us during the past two
years and a half, an increasing number of facilities helpful to our war effort.
Now that our favorable position in Spain has been decisively confirmed and buttressed by
our great military successes on all fronts, the mission in Spain properly loses its wartime
emergency character, and I would accordingly ask to be relieved of it. It has been performed
gladly by me, in the knowledge that I was serving you and our country and that I had your
confidence and support. Frankly, however, it has been costly and wearing for me, and I eagerly
look forward to resuming my semi-private life and work at Columbia.
Will you therefore please accept my resignation as Ambassador to Spain, effective at
your convenience and so as to enable me to return home at the beginning of the new year?
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To this request, I would add expression of my very grateful appreciation of the trust you
have reposed in me and of the unfailing assistance I have had from you and from the Secretary
and Department of State.
With the highest personal regards and continuing loyalty, I am
Faithfully yours,
Carlton J.H. Hayes
Franklin D. Roosevelt’s Response12
I have read with genuine regret your letter of November 9th in which you tender your
resignation at Ambassador to Spain. You have carried out a mission of great difficulty with
outstanding success and in so doing you have made a contribution to the war effort of the highest
importance. I am mindful of the personal sacrifices and the personal cost which the contribution
has involved for you. I’m reluctantly accepting you resignation for the personal reasons which
you describe and effective at such time in January, 1945, as may be convenient to you, I wish to
thank you most warmly and to assure you of the lasting gratitude of the government which you
have served at a critical period of our history with such distinguished loyalty and efficiency.
With the best wishes for the future, I am,
Faithfully yours,
Franklin D. Roosevelt

“Letter from Franklin D. Roosevelt to Carlton J.H. Hayes,” in Wartime Mission in Spain: 1942-1945,
(New York: Macmillian, 1945), 285.
12

288

Bibliography

Primary: Archived Sources
Armour, Norman. “Norman Armour Papers.” Special Collections Princeton University Library.
https://library.princeton.edu/special-collections/collections/norman-armour-papers.
Anuario Estadistico de España. Instituto Nacional de Estadistica.
https://www.ine.es/prodyser/pubweb/anuarios_mnu.htm.
Biblioteca Virtual de Prensa Historica. Ministerio de Cultura y Deporte.
https://prensahistorica.mcu.es/es/publicaciones/listar_numeros.cmd.
Bowers, Claude Gernade. “Bowers, Claude Gernade, 1879-1958.” Social Networks and
Archival Text (SNAC). https://snaccooperative.org/ark:/99166/w6vq3558#resources.
Carlton J.H. Hayes Papers, 1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia
University Libraries, New York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nncrb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
“Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes.” Find a Grave.
https://www.findagrave.com/memorial/137214486/carlton-joseph_huntley-hayes.
Carlton Hayes Papers. Afton Historical Society. Afton, New York.
Churchill, Rogers P., and Sappington, eds. Foreign Relations of the United States Diplomatic
Papers, 1935, The British Commonwealth; Europe, Volume II. Washington: Government
Printing Office, 1952. https://history.state.gov/historicaldocuments/frus1935v02.
FDR Library & Museum. Franklin. Archives. https://www.fdrlibrary.org/archives.
“Foreign relations between Spain and the U.S.” Spain: 1936 to the Present. Eurodocs. BYU:
Harold B. Lee Library.
https://eudocs.lib.byu.edu/index.php/Spain:_1936_to_the_Present.
Harry S Truman Library and Museum. Library Collections. https://www.trumanlibrary.gov/.
Hemeroteca Digital. Biblioteca Nacional de España. http://www.bne.es/es/Inicio/
Library of Congress. https://loc.gov/.
Matthews, H. Freeman. “H. Freeman Matthews, Jr. Papers, 1947-1999.” Special Collections.
Princeton University. https://findingaids.princeton.edu/catalog/MC277.
“The Spanish Government and the Axis.” The Avalon Project: Documents in Law, History, and
Diplomacy. Yale Law School: Lillian Goldman Law Library.
https://avalon.law.yale.edu/subject_menus/spmenu.asp.
289

Primary Unpublished
Hayes, Carlton J. H. Unpublished MS of Autobiography. Hayes Collection. Special
Collections. Box 8. Columbia University Library.
_____. “The Farm at Afton: Accounts for Reconstruction and Rehabilitation. 1931.
Primary: Published Sources, Government Documents
Hayes, Carlton J. H. “A Call for Intellectual Leaders,” Catholic Mind XX (July 22, 1922).
_____. “America at the Crossroads.” New York History (January 1946).
_____. Ancient and Medieval History. New York: Macmillan Group, 1929.
_____. A Brief History of the Great War. New York: Macmillan Company, 1920.
_____. A Generation of Materialism. New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1941.
_____. A Political and Social History of Modern Europe: 1500-1815. Volume I. New York:
Macmillan Company, 1916.
_____. A Political and Social History of Modern Europe: 1816-1916. Volume II. New York:
Macmillan Company, 1916.
_____. A Political and Social History of Modern Europe. Volume II. New York: Macmillan
Company, 1939.
_____. British Social Politics. New York: Ginn and Company, 1913.
_____. “Contributions of Herder to the Doctrine of Nationalism.” The American Historical
Review 32, no. 4 (July 1927): 719-736.
_____. Essays on Nationalism, New York: Macmillan Company, 1926.
_____. France: A Nation of Patriots. New York: Columbia University Press, 1930.
_____. “From One Age to Another.” Commonweal XXI (November 2, 1934).
_____. “History.” A Quarter Century of Learning 1904-1929. Edited by Dixon Ryan Cox.
New York: Columbia University Press, 1931.
_____. “History in the College Course.” Educational Review XLI (March, 1911).
_____. “Medieval Diplomacy.” In The History and Nature of International Relations, edited by
Edmund A. Walsh. New York: The Macmillan Company, 1922.
_____. Modern History. New York: Macmillan Group, 1928.
_____. “Nationalism and the Social Studies.” Historical Outlook XIV (October, 1923).
_____. “Nationalism as Religion.” Commonweal 3 (December 16, 23, 30, 1925): 149-150,
178-179, 212-213, 236-238, 262-263.
290

_____. “Obligations to America, Part I, Catholic America,” Commonweal I (December 31,
1924).
_____. “Obligations to America: Part II, Civic Duties of Catholics,” Commonweal I (January 7,
1925).
_____. “Obligations to America: Part III, A Turning Point in History,” Commonweal I (January
14, 1925).
_____. Review of J. Holland Rose. Nationality in Modern History, Political Science Quarterly
31 (December, 1916).
_____. Story of Afton: A New York Town on Susquehanna. Bicentennial Edition. New York:
Valley Offset, Inc., 1976.
_____. “The College Forum.” Columbia University Quarterly 14 (March 1912), 163.
_____. The Historical Evolution of Modern Nationalism, 1931.
_____. “The History of German Socialism Reconsidered.” The American Historical Review 23,
no. 1 (October 1917): 62-101.
_____. “The Peace of Nations.” Columbia University Quarterly, XIX (March, 1917).
_____. The United States and Spain: An Interpretation. New York: Sheed & Ward, Inc., 1951
_____. “The War of Nations.” The New International Year 1914. New York: Dodd Mead and
Company, 1915.
_____. “The War of Nations.” Political Science Quarterly 29 (December 1914): 687-707.
_____. “Two Varieties of Nationalism: ‘Original’ and ‘Derived.” Proceedings of the
Association of History Teachers of the Middle States and Maryland 28 (1928): 70-83.
_____. Wartime Mission in Spain, 1942-1945. New York: The Macmillan Company, 1945.
_____. “Which War without a Purpose? Or Armed Neutrality with a Purpose?” The Survey
XXXVII, (February 3, 1917).
Latourette, Herman R. “Resolution.” Department of New York. Veterans of Foreign Wars,
September 29, 1927.
Letter to Carlton J. H. Hayes, March 5, 1947, Carlton J.H. Hayes Papers, 1920-1962. Rare Book
and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries, New York.
https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Letter from Carlton J. H. Hayes to Franklin D. Roosevelt. (February 24, 1945), Department of
State. Washington, D.C. Afton Historical Society.

291

Letter from Carlton J. H. Hayes to Nicholas Butler. (May 9, 1946), Carlton J.H. Hayes Papers,
1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries, New
York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Letter from Father Kenneth to Carlton J. H. Hayes, (March 10, 1955), Carlton J.H. Hayes Papers,
1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries, New
York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Letter from Francis T. Carmody to Carlton J. H. Hayes, May 27, 1947, Carlton J.H. Hayes
Papers, 1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries,
New York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Letter from Franklin D. Roosevelt to Carlton J. H. Hayes, March 14, 1945, Afton Historical
Society.
Letter from Franklin D. Roosevelt to Norman Armour, March 10, 1945. Cordell Hull Papers.
Reel 49.
Letter from “Georgia” to Evelyn Hayes, (May 5, 1955), Carlton J.H. Hayes Papers, 1920-1962.
Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries, New York.
https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Letter from José F. de Lequerica to Carlton J. H. Hayes, (January 19, 1951), Carlton J.H. Hayes
Papers, 1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries,
New York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Letter from “Marie R. Madden” to Carlton J. H. Hayes, (December 3, 1951), Carlton J.H. Hayes
Papers, 1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries,
New York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Letter from Nicholas Butler to Carlton J. H. Hayes, (May 6, 1946), Carlton J.H. Hayes Papers,
1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia University Libraries, New
York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nnc-rb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Periodicals
“1000 Present at the Meeting of School Teachers.” The Tablet. December 10, 1938, 1 and 26.
Albrecht, Edna. “A Historian Who Made History: Dr. Hayes, of Afton, Has Led a Full, Rich
Life.” Courier Magazine (January 1957): 10-12.
Arriba. (Madrid, Spain: 1939): Falange Española Tradicionalista y de las J.O.N.S.
https://lccn.loc.gov/sn94048029.
Augustin Martinez, Jose. “La Cuestión de España,” Mañana 57, (8 De Marzo De 1946), 1-2.
Brooklyn Daily Eagle, August 31, 1927.
Brooklyn Daily Eagle, November 25, 1927.

292

“Carlton J. H. Hayes Sees Socialist Trend.” New York Times, (November 13, 1949), 3.
“Carlton Hayes Dies Diplomat, Historian,” New York World-Telegram and Sun, (September 3,
1964).
“Carlton Hayes, Ex-Ambassador,” Evening Blast, (September 3, 1964).
“Catholic University to Give Gibbons Medal to Carlton J. H. Hayes: Annual Award Is Made by
Alumni Association.” Press and Sun-Bulletin. October 21, 1949, 5.
“Columbia College Announcement.” 1901-1902, First Series #12, April 13, 1901, Columbia
University Bulletins of Information, 64.
Commonweal, (November 12, 1924).
“Criticism of a Reviewer and His Reply.” St. Louis Post-Dispatch, (February 24, 1952), 24.
“Dr. Carlton J. H. Hayes, 82, Dies; Historian was Envoy to Spain; Credited with Keeping Franco
Out of the War-Taught at Columbia 1907-1950,” The New York Times (September 4,
1964), 29
Dr. Carlton Hayes Awarded Notre Dame’s Laetare Medal.” The Indianapolis Star. March 31,
1946, 22.
“El embajador de los Estados Unidos se despide del Caudillo: Un Almuerzo En Su Honor,
Ofrecido Por El Ministro de Asuntos.” El Adelanto, (January 13, 1945).
https://prensahistorica.mcu.es/es/consulta/registro.do?id=11000509780
Ellis, Jr., Charles H. “Carlton Hayes Defends His Record in Spain.” The Philadelphia Inquirer.
December 16, 1945, 55.
“Ex-Ambassador, Writer Give Views on Spain,” The Sentinel, (December 22, 1951), Carlton
J.H. Hayes Papers, 1920-1962. Rare Book and Manuscript Library. Columbia
University Libraries, New York. https://findingaids.library.columbia.edu/ead/nncrb/ldpd_4078875/dsc/2.
Gardiner, C. Harvey. “Criticism of a Reviewer and His Reply.” St. Louis Post-Dispatch.
February 24, 1952, 24.
“He Made history a Drama: Prof. Carlton J. H. Hayes,”
Humphreys, Sexson. “Nationalism is Compared to Religion.” The Indianapolis News.
November 19, 1960, 2.
Lovett, Robert Morese. “McAndrew Follows Scopes.” New Republic 52 (October 26, 1927).
“Names in the News.” Princeton Daily Clarion. December 12, 1944, 2.
“Nationalism and Internationalism.” The Tablet. September 16, 1950, 9.

293

“New League of Nations is Urged at Institute.” The North Adams Transcript. August 27, 1941,
6.
“Noted Historian was Converted in 1964: Carlton Hayes Dies in Upstate N. Y.,” (September 10,
1964).
“20,000 Quit France with Aid of Spain.” New York Times, April 17, 1943.
Review by Crane Brighton, Saturday Review of Literature 24 (December 13, 1941), 12.
Review by David Watrons, Denver News, June 13, 1926.
Review by Harold J. Laski, New York Herald Tribune, July 4, 1926.
Review by Thomas Hamilton. Nation 161 (December 22, 1945).
Review by Pitman B. Potter. American Historical Review LII (January 1947).
Review of Carlton J. H. Hayes, The United States and Spain, (New York: Sheed and Ward,
1951), 44, in Hispanic American Report, (November 1951).
“Se Crean Los Marquesa Dos De Ramon Y Cajal, Para El Sabio Histologo De Este Pellido, Y
De Somosierra Para El Teniente General Garcia Escamez: La Gran Cruz de Alfonso X,
al Ex Embajador Norteamericano Carlton J. Hayes, D. Eugenio D’ Ors y D. Juan Vigon
Suerodiaz: La Causa Del Temporal De Lluvias Ha Sido Suspendida La Parada Militar
Organizada Para Hoy Dia De La Victoria,” ABC, (April 1, 1952), 1.
“Spain Honors Carlton Hayes.” New York Times, November 3, 1952.
Stevenson, Frederick Boyd. “How Carlton J. H. Hayes, Professor of History of Columbia
University, Is Preaching Internationalism to the American People,” Brooklyn Daily
Eagle, Sunday Edition, May 16, 1926, Section B.
Strunsky, Simeon. “About Books, More or Less: Nations Right and Wrong.” New York Times
Book Review III (June 13, 1926).
“U.S. Should Put Own House in Order First, Ex-Envoy to Spain Asserts.” Bing Press
(September 22, 1954).
New York Herald Tribune, December 15, 1927.
New York Times, September 3, 1937.
New York Times, October 4, 1937.
New York Times, October 14, 1937.
New York Times, 1963.
New York World-Telegram and Sun. September 3, 1964.

294

“Noted Historian Was Converted in 1904: Carlton Hayes Dies in Upstate N.Y.” 20th Century
Catholic News. September 10, 1964.
“Obituary.” New York Times, September 4, 1964.
“On Broadway with Walter Winchell.” The Monitor. February 28, 1944, 4.
“Parents of Two Sons.” The Post-Standard. May 8, 1960, 27.
The Columbia Staff 2 (October, 1937).
“Un retrato del embajador norteamericano.” Hoja Del Lunes. January 15. 1945.
https://prensahistorica.mcu.es/es/consulta/registro.do?id=10007149126.
Secondary Books
Barnes, Harry Elmer. “Chapter 10: James Harvey Robinson.” In Howard Washington Odum.
American Master of Social Science: An Approach to the Study of Social Sciences
through a Neglected Field of Biography. New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1927.
Beard, Charles A. An Economic Interpretation of the Constitution of the United States. New
York: Macmillan, 1913.
Buchler, Justus. “Reconstruction in the Liberal Arts.” in A History of Columbia College on
Morningside, ed. Dwight Miner. New York: Columbia University Press, 1954.
Breuilly, John. The Oxford Handbook of the History of Nationalism. Cambridge, UK: Oxford
University Press, 2016.
Bowen, Wayne H. Spain during World War II. Columbia, Missouri: University of Missouri
Press, 2006.
Brenneis, Sara J., and Gina Hermann, editors. Spain, the Second World War, and the Holocaust:
History and Representation. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2020.
“Carlton Joseph Huntley Hayes, Ph.D., LL.D.” In Central New York: An Inland Empire and
their People: Biographical. Volume IV. New York: Lewis Historical Publishing Inc.,
1941.
Carr, Raymond. Modern Spain, 1875-1980. New York: Oxford University Press, 2001.
_____. Spain: A History. New York: Oxford University Press, 2000.
Crow, John A. Spain: The Root and the Flower: An Interpretation of Spain and the Spanish
People. Third Edition. Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1985.
Dallek, Robert. Franklin D. Roosevelt and American Foreign Policy, 1932-1945. New York:
Oxford University Press, 1995.

295

Decker, Charles J, Editor. Centennial Revisited: A Collection of Articles from the ‘Afton
Enterprise’ for the Centennial of the Town of Afton, 1957. Sidney, NY: Afton Historical
Society, 1995.
Earle, Edward Mead., Editor. Nationalism: Essays Inscribed to Carlton J. H. Hayes. New
York: Columbia University Press, 1951
Hobsbawm, E. J. Nations and Nationalism since 1780: Programme, Myth, Reality. Second
Edition. New York: Cambridge University Press, 1992.
Junco, José Alvarez, and Adrian Shubert, editors. Spanish History since 1808. London: Hodder
Education, 2005.
Kennedy, David M. Freedom From Fear: The American People in Depression and War, 19291945. New York: Oxford University Press, 1999.
Mazower, Mark. Dark Continent: Europe’s Twentieth Century. New York: Vintage Books,
1998.
Pagden, Anthony, editor. The Idea of Europe: From Antiquity to the European Union. New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2002.
Payne, Stanley G., and Jesús Palacios. Franco: A Personal and Political Biography. Madison,
Wisconsin: University of Wisconsin Press, 2014.
_____. Franco and Hitler: Spain Germany, and World War II. New Haven: Yale University
Press, 2008.
_____. Spain: A Unique History. Madison, Wisconsin: University of Wisconsin Press, 2011.
Resende, Madalena Meyer. Catholicism and Nationalism: Changing Nature of Party Politics.
New York: Routledge, 2013.
Robinson, James Harvey. The Human Comedy: As Devised and Directed by Mankind Itself.
New York: Harper & Brothers, 1937.
_____. The New History: Essays Illustrating the Modern Historical Outlook. Scholar Select,
1911.
_____. The Mind in the Making: The Relations of Intelligence to Social Reform. London, UK
and New York, US: Harper and Brothers, 1921.
Romero Salvadó, Francisco J. Twentieth-Century Spain: Politics and Society in Spain, 18981998. New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1999.
Shapiro, J. Salwyn. Movements of Social Dissent in Modern Europe. Princeton, NJ: D. Van
Nostrand Company, Inc., 1962.
Shepherd, William R. Guide to the Materials for the History of the United States in the Spanish
Archives. Washington, D. C.: Carnegie Institution of Washington, 1907.
296

_____. Latin America. New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1923.
_____. Nations of the New World: A Chronicle of Our Southern Neighbors. New Haven: Yale
University Press, 1921.
_____. Historical Atlas. New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1911, 1921, 1927.
_____. “The Contributions of the Romance Nations to the History of the Americas.” In Latin
American History: Essays on its Research and Teaching, 1898-1965, Section III,
Pioneers, 1900. Volume 1. Austin, TX: University of Texas Press, 1967.
_____. The Hispanic Nations of the New World: Our Southern Neighbors. New Haven: Yale
University Press, 1919.
Smith, Anthony D. Nationalism: Theory, Ideology History. Second Edition. Cambridge, UK:
Polity Press, 2010.
Weinberg, Gerhard L. A World at Arms: A Global History of World War II. New York:
Cambridge University Press, 1994.
Whealey, Robert H. Hitler and Spain: The Nazi Role in the Spanish Civil War. University
Press of Kentucky, 2005.
Secondary Articles
Arco Blanco, Miguel Angel del. “Before the Altar of the Fatherland: Catholicism, the Politics
of Modernization, and Nationalization during the Spanish Civil War.” European History
Quarterly 48, no. 2 (2018): 232-255.
Baisotti, Pablo. “Arma ‘nacional’, arma patria. La Hispanidad franquista (1936-1943).”
Journal of the Association for Spanish and Portuguese Historical Studies 41, no. 1
(2016): https://digitalcommons.asphs.net/bsphs/vol41/iss1/3.
Bowen, Wayne H. “Spain and the Nazi Occupation of Poland, 1939-1944.” International Social
Science Review 87, no. 3/4 (2007): 135-148.
Buchanan, Andrew N. “Washington’s ‘silent ally’ in World War II? United States policy
towards Spain, 1939-1945.” Journal of Transatlantic Studies 7, no. 2 (June 2002): 93117.
Caruana, Leonard, and Hugh Rockoff. “A Wolfram in Sheep’s Clothing: Economic Warfare in
Spain, 1940-1944.” The Journal of Economic History 63, no. 1 (March 2003): 100-126.
_____ “An Elephant in the Garden: The Allies, Spain, and the Oil in World War II.” European
Review of Economic History 11, no. 2 (August 2007): 159-187.
Crawford, Timothy W. “Wedge Strategy, Balancing, and the Deviant Case of Spain, 19401941.” Security Studies 17, no. 1 (2008): 1-38.

297

Diaz Benitez, Juan J. “The Etappe Kanaren: A Case Study of the Secret Supply of the German
Navy in Spain during the Second World War.” The International Journal of Maritime
History 30, no. 3 (2018): 472-487.
Espasa, Andreu. “‘Suppose They Were to Do It in Mexico’: The Spanish Embargo and its
Influence on Roosevelt’s Good Neighbor Policy.” The International History Review 40,
no. 4 (2018): 774-791.
Garcia Sebastiani, Marcela. “Spain on Show. Nationalism and Internationalism in the
Presentation of the 12 October Holiday under Post-War Francoism.” Journal of Iberian
and Latin American Studies 26, no. 3 (December 15, 2020): 295-315.
Graham, Helen. “On Historicising the War in Spain.” Contemporary European History 29, no. 3
(August 2020): 268–71.
Golson, Eric. “The Allied Neutral? Portuguese Balance of Payments with the UK and Germany
in the Second World War, 1939-1945.” Revista de Historia Economica, Journal of
Iberian and Latin American Economic History 38, no. 1 (2020): 79-110.
Gottschalk, Louis R. Review of The Historical Evolution of Modern Nationalism, by Carlton J.
H. Hayes. The University of Chicago Press Journals.
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/pdf/10.1086/235797.
Halstead, Charles R. “Historians in Politics: Carlton J. H. Hayes as American Ambassador to
Spain 1942-45.” Journal of Contemporary History 10, no. 3 (July 1975): 383-405.
_____. “The dispute between Ramón Serrano Suñer and Alexander Weddell.” Rivista di Studie
Politic Internazionali, Luglio-Settembre 1974 41, no. 3 (1974): 445-471.
Hughes, Arthur. “Carlton J. H. Hayes: A Christian Historian Confronts Nationalism.” Records
of the American Historical Society of Philadelphia 100, no. 1/4 (March-December 1989):
39-54.
Hurtado, Javier Tébar. “Barcelona, scenario simbólico del paso a la ‘neutralidad’ franquista
durante la Segunda Guerra Mudial.” Journal of the Association for Spanish and
Portuguese Historical Studies 37, no. 1 (2012):
https://digitalcommons.asphs.net/bsphs/vol37/iss1/1.
“In Memoriam: Carlton J. H. Hayes.” Political Science Quarterly 80, no. 3 (September 1965):
1.
Kennedy, Emmet. “Ambassador Carlton J. H. Hayes's Wartime Diplomacy: Making Spain a
Haven from Hitler.” Diplomatic History 36, no. 2 (April 2012): 237-260.
Langer, William L. Review of France: A Nation of Patriots, by Carlton J. H. Hayes: Foreign
Affairs, April 1930. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/reviews/capsule-review/1930-0401/france-nation-patriots.

298

León-Aguinaga, Pablo. “The Trouble with Propaganda: the Second World War, Franco’s Spain,
and the Origins of the US Post-War Public Diplomacy.” The International History
Review 37, no. 2 (February 10, 2014): 342-365.
Messenger, David A. “Beyond War Crimes: Denazification, ‘Obnoxious’ Germans and US
Policy in Franco’s Spain after the Second World War.” Contemporary European History
20, no. 4 (2011): 455-478.
Molina, Fernando, and Antonio Miguez Macho. “The Persistence of the Rural Idyll: Peasant
Imagery, Social Change and Nationalism in Spain 1939-1978.” European Review of
History 23, no. 4 (May 19, 2016): 686-706.
Moral Roncal, Antonio Manuel. “An Analysis of Foreign Diplomatic Aid to the Catholic Clergy
during the Spanish Civil War (1936-1939). Religions 4, (February 5, 2013): 96-115.
Moses, H. Vincent. “Nationalism and the Kingdom of God according to Hans Kohn and Carlton
J. H. Hayes.” A Journal of Church and State 17, no. 2 (Spring 1975): 259-274.
Muro, Diego., and Alejandro Quiroga. “Spanish Nationalism: Ethnic or Civic?” Ethnicities 5,
no. 1 (2005): 9-29.
Núñez, Xosé-Manoel. “The Region as Essence of the Fatherland: Regionalist Variants of
Spanish Nationalism (1840-1936).” European History Quarterly 31, no. 4 (2001): 483518.
Peñalba-Sotorrio, Mercedes. “Beyond the War: Nazi Propaganda Aims in Spain during the
Second World War.” Journal of Contemporary History 54, no. 4 (2019): 902-926.
Ryan, Richard. “A ‘Gigantic Struggle Between Believers and Those Without God’?
Catholicism in the Spanish Second Republic, 1931-1939.” Religion Compass 9, no. 4
(2015): 87-99.
Sahagún, Felipe. “Spain and the United States: Military Primacy.” Mediterranean Politics 5, no.
2 (November 9, 2007): 148-169.
Torrijos, Roberto Lopez. “Franco’s Technocracy and Spain’s European Integration:
Historiographic Paradoxes and new Conclusions." Journal of the Association for Spanish
and Portuguese Historical Studies 39, no. 1 (2014):
https://digitalcommons.asphs.net/bsphs/vol39/iss1/4.
Secondary Sources: Unpublished
Hughes Arthur Joseph. “Carlton J. H. Hayes: Teacher and Historian.” Ph.D. diss., Columbia
University, 1970.
Willson, John Paul. “Carlton J. H. Hayes in Spain, 1942-1945.” Ph.D. diss., Syracuse
University, 1969.

299

